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“THE FEDERAL REGISTER—WHAT IT IS AND 
HOW TO USE IT M 

Reservations for January are being accepted for the 
free Wednesday workshops on how to use the FEDERAL 
REGISTER. The sessions are held at 1100 L St. N.W., 
Washington, D.C. in Room 9409, from 9 to 11:30 a.m. 

Each session includes a brief history of the FEDERAL 
REGISTER, the difference between legislation and regula¬ 
tions, the relationship of the FEDERAL REGISTER to the 
Code of Federal Regulations, the elements of a typical 
FEDERAL REGISTER document, and an introduction to the 
finding aids. , ..... 

FOR RESERVATIONS call: Martin V. Franks, Workshop 
Coordinator, 202-523-3517. 

OUT OF TOWN WORKSHOPS PREVIOUSLY ANNOUNCED 

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, 12-12 and 12-13-77 
(Details: Federal Register of November 15, 1977) 
For reservations call: Joann Freedman, Area Code 215— 
597-9613 


SUNSHINE ACT MEETINGS - 61915 


REINSTATEMENT RIGHTS OF CERTAIN DEPART¬ 
MENT OF ENERGY EMPLOYEES 

Executive order.-. 61849 

EXECUTIVE DEVELOPMENT AND OTHER 
PERSONNEL FUNCTIONS 

Executive order transferring certain functions from the 
Director of the Office of Management & Budget to the 
Civil Service Commission. 61851 


HANDICAPPED ASSISTANCE LOANS AND 
BUSINESS LOANS 

SBA waives previously established administrative limits 
on dollar amounts (effective 12-7-77) and publishes 
examples of objectives (2 documents).. 61857, 61906 

SMALL BUSINESS INVESTMENT COMPANIES 

SBA proposes to amend regulations on Equity Security 
Purchases through or from underwriters; comments by 
1—6—78 .-. 61869 


MOBILE HOMES 

HUD/FHC proposes safety standards for welding proce¬ 
dures in mobile home construction; comments by 

1-5-78 (Part III of this issue)...-. 61966 

FTC schedules hearings for 1-10, 1-16, and 1-23-78 on 
Proposed Trade Regulation Rule for Mobile Homes Sales 
and Service.—..61871 


CONTINUED INSIDE 
































AGENCY PUBLICATION ON ASSIGNED DAYS OF THE WEEK 


The following agencies have agreed to publish all documents on two assigned days of the week (Monday/ 
Thursday or Tuesday/Friday). This is a voluntary program. (See OFR notice 41 FR 32914, August 6, 1976.) 


Monday 

Tuesday 

Wednesday 

Thursday 

Friday 

DOT/COAST GUARD 

USDA/ASCS 


DOT/COAST GUARD 

USDA/ASCS 

DOT/NHTSA 

USDA/APHIS 

- 

DOT/NHTSA 

USDA/APHIS 

DOT/FAA 

USDA/FNS 


DOT/FAA 

USDA/FNS 

DOT/OHMO 

USDA/FSQS 


DOT/OHMO 

USDA/FSQS 

DOT/OPSO 

USDA/REA 


DOT/OPSO 

USDA/REA 


CSC 



CSC 


LABOR 



LABOR 


HEW/ADAMHA 



HEW/ADAMHA 


HEW/CDC 



HEW/CDC 


HEW/FDA 



HEW/FDA 


HEW/HRA 



HEW/HRA 


HEW/HSA 



HEW/HSA 


HEW/NIH 



HEW/NIH 


HEW/PHS 



HEW/PHS 


Documents normally scheduled for publication on a day that will be a Federal holiday will be published the 
next work day following the holiday. 

Comments on this program are still invited. Comments should be submitted to the Day-of-the-Week Program 
Coordinator, Office of the Federal Register, National Archives and Records Service, General Services Adminis¬ 
tration, Washington, D.C. 20408. 


ATTENTION: For questions, corrections, or requests for information please see the list of telephone numbers 
appearing on opposite page. 



Published dally, Monday through Friday (no publication on Saturdays, Sundays, or on official Federal 
holidays), by the Office of the Federal Register, National Archives and Records Service. General Services 
Administration. Washington, D.C. 20408, under the Federal Register Act (49 Stat. 500, as amended; 44 U.S.C., 
Ch. 15) and the regulations of the Administrative Committee of the Federal Register (1 CFR Ch. I). Distribution 
is made only by the Superintendent of Documents, UJS. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402. 

The Federal Register provides a uniform system for making available to the public regulations and legal notices Issued 
by Federal agencies. These Include Presidential proclamations and Executive orders and Federal agency documents having 
general applicability and legal effect, documents required to be published by Act of Congress and other Federal agency 
documents of public Interest. Documents are on file for public Inspection In the Office of the Federal Register the day before 
they are published, unless earlier filing Is requested by the Issuing agency. 



The Federal Register will be furnished by mall to subscribers, free of postage, for $5.00 per month or $50 per year, payable 
In advance The charge for Individual copies Is 75 cents for each Issue, or 75 cents for each group of pages as actually bound. 
Remit check or money order, made payable to the Superintendent of Documents, UJ3. Government Printing Office, Washington. 
D.C .20402. 


There are no restrictions on the republlcatlon of material appearing In the Federal Register. 
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INFORMATION AND ASSISTANCE 

Questions and requests for specific information may be directed to the following numbers. General inquiries 


may be made by dialing 202-523-5240. 
FEDERAL REGISTER, Daily Issue: 


Subscription orders (GPO) 202-783-3238 

Subscription problems (GPO) 202-275-3050 


"Dial • a - Regulation” (recorded 202-523-5022 
summary of highlighted docu¬ 
ments appearing in next day's 
issue). 

Scheduling of documents for 523-3187 

publication. 

Copies of documents appearing in 523-5240 


the Federal Register. 

Corrections. 523-5237 

Public Inspection Desk.1. 523-5215 

Finding Aids. 523-5227 


Public Briefings: “How To Use the 523-3517 

Federal Register." 

Code of Federal Regulations (CFR).. 523-3419 

523-3517 

Finding Aids.. 523-5227 


PRESIDENTIAL PAPERS: 

Executive Orders and Proclama- 523—5286 

tions. 

Weekly Compilation of Presidential 523-5284 

Documents. 

Public Papers of the Presidents.... 523-5285 

Index . 523-5285 

PUBLIC LAWS: 

Public Law dates and numbers. 523-5266 

523-5282 

Slip Laws. 523-5266 

523-5282 

U.S. Statutes at Large. 523-5266 

523-5282 

Index . 523-5266 

523-5282 

U.S. Government Manual. 523-5287 

Automation . 523-5240 

Special Projects. 523-4534 


HIGHLIGHTS—Continued 


STAINLESS STEEL PLUMBING FIXTURES 

Commerce/NBS withdraws Commercial Standard CS 
243 - 62 ; effective 2-6-78. 61885 

GLOVES AND MITTENS FROM THE PHILIPPINES 

CITA increases the import restraint level for certain man¬ 
made fiber gloves and mittens; effective 12-1-77..„. 61885 

URUGUAY LEATHER HANDBAGS 

Treasury/Customs issues preliminary countervailing duty 
determination; effective 12-7-77. 61908 

TRANSPORTING RECYCLED MATERIALS 

ICC announces further investigation of Railroad freight 

rates.. 61911 

AIR CARRIERS 

CAB proposes inclusion in tariffs of a notice describing 
suspension/replacement agreements; comments by 
1-6-78.?... 61870 

PETROLEUM ALLOCATION 

DOE/ERA revises factor used in calculating imputed 
cost of domestically produced naphtha to determine 
entitlement value awarded for imports of firms operating 
plants in Puerto Rico... 61853 

NUCLEAR MATERIAL 

NRC allows general license for government agencies' 
operational use of small quantities of source material; 
effective 1-6-78.....•. 61853 


AM, FM AND tv BROADCAST STATIONS 

FCC clarifies transmitter power maintenance require¬ 
ments; effective 12-12-77. 61862 

REPORTING OF ACCIDENTS 

DOT/FHWA extends reporting requirement from 15 to 
30 days; effective 12-7-77...... 61865 

CONTROLLED DRUGS 

Justice/DEA establishes an interim 1978 aggregate pro¬ 
duction quota for phenmetrazine; effective 12-7-77. 61900 


PESTICIDE PROGRAMS 

EPA notice of rebuttable presumption against registration 
and continued registration of pesticide products contain¬ 
ing thiophanate-methyl; comments 1-24-78 (Part IV 

of this issue). 61970 

EPA proposes to allow certification of applicators of 
restricted use of pesticides in those States and on those 
Indian Reservations where there is no approved State 
or Indian Certification plan in effect; comments by 


1-6—78 . 61873 

MEETINGS— 

DOD/Secy: Defense Science Board Task Force on 

ICBMs/M—X, 1-5 through 1-7-78. 61886 

NSF: Federal Scientific and Technical Information 

Managers' Meeting, 12-14-77. 61902 

SEPARATE PARTS OF THIS ISSUE 

Part II. HUD/FIA..— 61952 

Part III. HUD/FHC... 61966 

Part IV. EPA. 61970 
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THE PRESIDENT 

Executive Orders 

Department of Energy, employees; 

reinstatement rights-61849 

Executive development and other 
personnel functions; transfer 
from Office of Management and 
Budget to Civil Service Commis¬ 
sion ..- 61851 

AGRICULTURAL MARKETING SERVICE 
Rules 

Oranges, grapefruit, tangerines, 
and tangelos grown in Fla.; cor¬ 


rection - 61853 

Proposed Rules 

Onions grown in So. Tex-61867 

Papayas grown in Hawaii-61867 


AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT 

See Agricultural Marketing Serv¬ 
ice; Farmers Home Administra¬ 
tion. 

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 
Rules 

Organization and functions: 

Fares and Rates Bureau, Direc¬ 
tor _-_61858 

Proposed Rules 

Tariffs of air carriers and foreign 
air carriers; construction, 
publication, etc.: 
Suspension/replacement agree¬ 
ments, description notice_61870 

COMMERCE DEPARTMENT 

See Domestic and International 
Business Administration; Eco¬ 
nomic Development Adminis¬ 
tration; Maritime Administra¬ 
tion; National Bureau of Stand¬ 
ards. 

COMMUNITY SERVICES ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Personnel management, grantee: 

Travel charges, out-of-State; 
restrictions; correction_61861 

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

Rules 

Architectural glazing materials; 
safety standards; laminated 
glass; effective date extended-. 61859 

CUSTOMS SERVICE 
Rules 

Organization and functions; field 
organization; ports of entry, 
etc.: 

Nogales, Ariz_61860 

Notices 

Countervailing duty petitions and 
preliminary determinations: 
Leather handbags from Uru¬ 
guay . 61908 


contents 


DEFENSE DEPARTMENT 
Notices 

Meetings: 

Science Board Task Forces; 

ICBMs/M-X -.61886 


DOMESTIC AND INTERNATIONAL 
BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 

Notices ^ 

Scientific articles ; duty free entry: 
National Radio Astronomy Ob¬ 
servatory - 61881 

University of California et al.-- 61881 

University of Chicago et al-61882 

University of Massachusetts et 

^. 61883 


DRUG ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Schedule of controlled substances; 
production quotas: 

Phenmetrazine-61900 


ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Import determination petitions: 


Bostonian Shoe Co-61884 

Fox Shoe MFG. Corp..61884 


Indian Footwear MFG. Corp—. 61885 
Shepheard Shirtmakers, Inc-~ 61885 

ECONOMIC REGULATORY 
ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Petroleum allocation regulations, 
mandatory: 

Entitlements program; naphtha 
feedstocks; imports to Puerto 
Rico_ 61853 

Notices 

Appeals and applications for ex¬ 
ception. etc.; cases filed with 
Administrative Review Office: 

List of applicants, etc_61886 

FEDERAL ENERGY ADMINISTRATION 

See Economic Regulatory Admin¬ 
istration. 

ENERGY DEPARTMENT 

See also Economic Regulatory Ad¬ 
ministration. 

Rules 

Proceedings transfer to Energy 
Secretary and Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission; nat¬ 
ural gas import and export pro¬ 
ceedings __61856 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 


Proposed Rules 

Pesticide applicators in States or 
on Indian reservations, Federal 
certification__61873 

Notices 

Air pollution; ambient air moni¬ 
toring reference and equivalent 
methods..61894 


Pesticide applicator certification 
and interim certification; 

State plans: 

New Mexico-61894 

Pesticide registration: 

Applications -61889 

Maleic hydrazide-61893 

Pentachloronitrobenzene-61894 

Thiophanate-methyl--61970 

Pesticides; specific exemptions and 
experimental use permits: 

American Cyanamid Co-61891 

Ciba-Geigy Corp. et al-61891 

Michigan State Agriculture De¬ 
partment -- 61892 

Monsanto Co. et al.; correction. 61891 
North Carolina Agriculture De¬ 
partment - 61892 

FARMERS HOME ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Disaster and emergency areas: 

California _ 61880 

Indiana_61880 

Louisiana -61880 

North Carolina.-.61880 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 


Rules 

Cable television relay service: 

Operations and requirements. 

certain, relaxation of— -61864 

Radio broadcast services: 

Power maintenance for AM, 

FM and TV broadcast sta¬ 
tions _ 61862 

Proposed Rules 

FM broadcast stations; table of 
assignments: 

Washington .. 61877 

Telephone companies; jurisdic¬ 
tional separation: 

Integration of rates and serv¬ 
ices; extension of time-61876 

Television broadcast stations: 

VHF stations, adding in top 100 

markets _61878 

Notices 

Hearings , etc.: 

American Telephone & Tele¬ 
graph Co.; extension of time- 61895 


FEDERAL ENERGY ADMINISTRATION 

See Economic Regulatory Admin¬ 
istration. 

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Motor carrier safety regulations: 
Accidents; notification, report¬ 
ing and recording; extension 
of reporting requirement-... 61865 

FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK BOARD 
Notices 

Applications, etc.: 

Virginia Mutual Savings k Loan 
Association_61895 

FEDERAL HOUSING COMMISSIONER- 
OFFICE OF ASSISTANT SECRETARY 
FOR HOUSING 

Proposed Rules 

Mobile home construction and 
safety standards: 

Welding procedures_61966 
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CONTENTS 


FEDERAL INSURANCE ADMINISTRATION 
Proposed Rules 

Flood Insurance Program, Na¬ 
tional: 

Flood elevation determinations, 

etc. (23 documents)- 61952-61963 

federal trade commission 


Rules 

Procedures and practice rules: 

Trade regulation rulemaking; 
handling of communications; 

correction _61858 

Prohibited trade practices: 

Minnesota State Medical As¬ 
sociation, et al_61858 

Proposed Rules 

Mobile home sales and service; 
hearings-61871 


fish and wildlife service 

Proposed Rules 

Migratory bird hunting: 

Non-toxic shot, use of for water- 
fowl hunting in 1978 season.- 61878 

GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE 
Notices 

Regulatory reports review; pro¬ 
posals, approvals, etc. (ICC, 

OSM) (2 documents)_61895 

GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION 

See also National Archives and 
Records Service. 

Rules 

Property management: 

Federal; inventory manage¬ 
ment; shelf-life materials 


marking_61861 

Notices 

Public utilities; hearings, etc.: 
Northwestern Bell Co_61896 


HEALTH. EDUCATION. AND WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

Rules 

Indian health: 

Health professions recruitment 
and scholarship grant pro¬ 
grams, etc.; correction_61861 

HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT 

See Federal Housing Commis¬ 
sioner—Office of Assistant Sec¬ 
retary for Housing; Federal In¬ 
surance Administration. 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT 

See Fish and Wildlife Service; 

Land Management Bureau. 

Notices 

Authority delegations: 

Audit and Investigation Office. 
Director, et al.; administering 
oaths and taking deposi¬ 
tions _ 61900 

INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION 
Proposed Rules 

Conduct standards; Commis¬ 
sioners ___61871 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION 
Notices 

Abandonment of railroad services, 
etc.: 

Seaboard Coast Line Railroad 

Co__ 61910 

Fourth section applications for re¬ 
lief _ 61910 

Hearing assignments- 61909 

Rail carriers: 

Demurrage charges caused by 
severe winter weather; peti¬ 
tion for waiver_61910 

Railroad car service rules, man¬ 
datory; exemptions (3 docu¬ 
ments)_ 61909, 61910 

Railroad freight rates and 
charges; various States, etc.: 
Recyclable or recycled mate¬ 
rials _ 61911 

Rerouting of traffic: 

Chesapeake & Ohio Railway 

Co. _ 61910 

Terminal yard facilities operation, 
applications: 

Terminal Railway Alabama 

State Docks_ 61911 

JUSTICE DEPARTMENT 

See Drug Enforcement Adminis¬ 
tration. 

LAND MANAGEMENT BUREAU 
Notices 

Alaska native selections; applica¬ 
tions, etc.: 

Karluk Native Corp._61896 

Applications, etc.: 

Colorado (3 documents)_ 61899 

New Mexico (2 documents)_61900 

Outer Continental Shelf: 

Official protraction diagrams; 

availability, etc_61900 

LEGAL SERVICES CORPORATION 
Notices 

Grants and contracts; applica¬ 
tions (3 documents)_ 61901, 61902 

MARITIME ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Vessels, free world and Polish 
flag in North Vietnam after 
1966; list.. 61885 

NATIONAL ARCHIVES AND RECORDS 
SERVICE 

Rules 

Property management; archives 
and records: 

Reproduction services; fees_61861 

NATIONAL BUREAU OF STANDARDS 
Notices 

Voluntary product standards: 

Plumbing fixtures; stainless 
steel; withdrawal_61885 

NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION 
Notices 

Committees; establishment, re¬ 
newals. terminations, etc.: 

Policy Research and Analysis 
and Science Resources Stud¬ 
ies Advisory Committee_61902 

Meetings: 

Scientific and Technical Infor¬ 
mation Managers_61902 


NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 


Rules 

Licensing of source material: 

Government agencies’ opera¬ 
tional use-61853 

Notices 

Environmental statements; avail¬ 
ability, etc.: 

Ohio Edison Co. et al_.. 61903 

Meetings: 

Reactor Safeguards Advisory 

Committee- 61903 

Regulatory guides; issuance and 

availability_ 61904 

Waste management, low-level, im¬ 
plementation statement and 
disposal task force report com¬ 
ments _ 61904 

Applications, etc.: 

Dairy land Power Cooperative. _ 61903 
Jersey Central Power & Light 
Co__ 61903 


SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Business and handicapped assist¬ 
ance loans: 

Increased borrower’s ceiling-61857 

Proposed Rules 

Small business investment com¬ 
panies: 

Equity securities; purchases 


through underwriters-61869 

Notices 

Applications, etc.: 

Imperial Ventures, Inc-61906 

Kar-Mal Venture Capital. Inc. 61907 

77 Capital Corp_ 61907 

Small Business Investment 

Capital. Inc..61907 

Disaster areas: 

Colorado _61906 

Virginia- 61907 

Loans, handicapped assistance 
and business; waiver of admin¬ 
istrative ceilings_61906 


TEXTILE AGREEMENTS IMPLEMENTATION 
COMMITTEE 

Notices 

Cotton, man-made and wool tex¬ 
tiles: 

Philippines _ 61885 

TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT 

See also Federal Highway Admin¬ 
istration. 

Rules 

Organization and functions: 

Authority delegation to Coast 
Guard Commandant; marine 
casualty investigations, 
etc._61865 

Notices 

Committees; establishment, re¬ 
newals. terminations, etc.: 
Transportation Related Signs 
and Symbols Advisory Com¬ 
mittee et al_61907 

Time zone boundaries, stanadard; 
exceptions, etc.: 

Union Pacific Railroad Co-61908 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT 

See Customs Service. 
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list of cfr ports affected in tfiis issue 


The following numerical guide It a list of the parts of each title of the Code of Federal Regulations affected by documents published in today's 
issue. A cumulative list of parts affected, covering the current month to date, follows beginning with the second issue of the month. 

A Cumulative List of CFR Sections Affected is published separately at the end of each month. The guide lists the parts and sections affected 
by documents published since the revision date of each title. 


3 CFR 


14 CFR 



Executive Orders: 


385 _ 


61858 

11491 (Amended by EO 12027).... 

61851 

Proposed Rules: 



11541 (Amended by EO 12027)_ 

61851 

221___ 


61870 

11636 (Amended by EO 12027*_ 

12026_ 

61851 

61849 

16 CFR 



12027 . . . 

61851 

1 _ 


61858 



13_ 

t 

61858 

7 CFR 


1201_ 

61859 

905_ 

61853 

Proposed Rules: 



Proposed Rules: 


441_ 


61871 

928_ 

61867 

19 CFR 



959 _ 

61867 

101... 


61860 

10 CFR 


Proposed Rules: . 



40 _ 

61853 

200_ 


61871 

211_ 

61853 

24 CFR 



1000_ 

61856 

Proposed Rules: 



13 CFR 


280 _ 


61956 

118__ _ 

61857 

1917 (23 documents) _ 

61952-61963 

122_ 

61857 

40 CFR 



Proposed Rules: 


Proposed Rules: 



107 __ _ 

61869 

171_ 


61873 


41 CFR 

101-27. 61861 

105-61.... 61861 

42 CFR 

36. 61861 

45 CFR 

1069—.-__61861 

47 CFR 

73- 61862 

78. 61864 

Proposed Rules: 

67_- 61876 

73 (2 documents)_ 61877, 61878 

49 CFR 

1.-..61865 

394. 61865 

50 CFR 

Proposed Rules: 

20... 61878 
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CUMULATIVE LIST OF PARTS AFFECTED DURING DECEMBER 


The following numerical guide is a list of parts of each title of the Code of 
Federal Regulations affected by documents published to date during December. 


1 CFR 

ch. i.-.©1029 

3 CFR 


13 CFR 


118.61857 

122 . 61857 

123 .61031 


Executive Orders: 

11491 (Amended by EO 12027)- 61851 

11541 (Amended by EO 12027)- 61851 

11636 (Amended by EO 12027)- 61851 


11769 (Revoked by EO 12024)- 61445 

12021 ...-.— 61237 

12022 _61441 

12023 _61443 

12024 . 61445 

12025 _ 61447 

12026 _61849 

12027 . 61851 


5 CFR 


213. 61239. 61240, 61587 

332_61240 

831__-.61240 


7 CFR 

2 _ 

105. 

271. 

725. 

729__ 

905.. 

907.. 

910.... 

987.. 

1133.- 

1464.. 

1822.. 

Proposed Rules 

26 .. 

622 —. 


_ 61029 

_ 61030 

. 61240 

_ 61587 

. 61588 

61590, 61853 

_ 61030 

_ 61242 

_ 61591 

_ 61449 

61591,61592 
_ 61243 


61473 

61599 


Proposed Rules: 

107. 61284. 61869 


14 CFR 

39-. 

71. 

73_ 

75—-- 

97__ 

207_ 

385__ 

Proposed Rules 

21 _ 

39_ 

71.. 

73. 

221 _ 

369-.. 

371 _ 

372 .—. 

372a. 

373 .. 

378_ 

378a_ 

15 CFR 

377.. 


61034-61036 

61036-61038 

. 61038 

. 61039 

_ 61039 

_ 61251 

_ 61858 


61048 

61048 

61049 
61049 
61870 
61408 
61420 
61420 
61420 
61420 
61420 
61420 


61253 


16 CFR 


1_ 61858 

3_ 61450 

13_ 61450, 61858 

1201..—.61859 

1500-. 61593 


Ch. IX—....61599 

928-.—.-.— 61867 

959__ 61474, 61867 

1701....61279 

8 CFR 

212....61449 


Proposed Rules: 

441—. 

1402-. 


17 CFR 

32_ 

19 CFR 


61871 

61612 


61831 


9 CFR 


101 


61860 


73.. 

113_ 

Proposed Rules 

317. 

381.. 

10 CFR 

40.-_ 

205. 

211 —. 

1000. 

12 CFR 

217_ 

226. 

335_ 

511.. 

545. 

Proposed Rules 
7. 


61245,61246 
.- 61246 

. 61279 

. 61279 


61853 

61271 

61853 

61856 


61247 

61248 

61249 

61250 
61450 

61058 


Proposed Rules: 

200. 61871 


20 CFR 

Proposed Rules: 


601.- 61818 

615_ 61834 

619. 61842 

21 CFR 

73.- 61254 

81...-.61254 

175.—.— 61254 

177. 61254, 61594 

178-. 61254 

436. 61255 

520. 61255, 61594 

522. - 61256 

540. 61256 

546—. 61256 

556. 61256 

558. 61256 


21 CFR—Continued 


660_61257 

701_61257 

1010_61257 

1020_61257 

Proposed Rules: 

16..- 61285 

52...- 61285 

71__-.- 61285 

101_61285 

170 _61285 

171 . 61285 

207. 61287 

310_61285 

312..-.-61285 

314-.—.61285 

320.-__61285 

330_61285 

430 _ 61285 

431 ..-..61285 

510 _61285 

511 _61285 

514_61285 

570 _ 61285 

571 _61285 

601_ 61285, 61613 

607_ — 61287 

610_ 61613 

630_61285 

650_ 61613 

701...-..61285 

807__-.61287 

1010_ 61285 

22 CFR 

41.. - 61451 

23 CFR 

Proposed Rules: 

620. - 61050 

628_ 61474 

24 CFR 

1914—. 61451 

1915. - 61544 

1917—.-.—.- 61804 

1920__-.61804 

Proposed Rules: 

280_ 61966 

1917_ 61806-61815, 61952-61963 

26 CFR 

1.61595 

Proposed Rules: 

1. 61613 

28 CFR 

20.-. 61595 

29 CFR 

94....61822 

97a..—.- 61822 

2510_ 61258 

Proposed Rules: 

1904—. 61615 

2617. 61051 

32 CFR 

707.- 61596 


vii 
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33 CFR 


41 CFR 


110 . 61474 

117 ... — 61041, 61042, 61475 

Proposed Rules: 

117 _ 61051 

36 CFR 

2 _ 61042 

223 _ 61452 


8-5_ 

101-26. 

101-27. 

101-44 

105-61 


_ 61043 
. 61597 
_ 61861 
_ 61043 
. 61861 


42 CFR 

36__61861 


37 CFR 

Proposed Rules: 


201 _ 

_ 61051 

203_ 

_ 61476 

204-_-- 
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reminders 

(The items in this list were editorially compiled as an aid to Federal Register users. Inclusion or exclusion from this list has no legal 
significance. Since this list is Intended as a reminder, it does not Include effective dates that occur within 14 days of publication.) 


Rules Going Into Effect Today 


Note: There were no items eligible for 
inclusion in the list of Rules Going Into 
refect Tod at. 


Next Week's Deadlines for Comments 
On Proposed Rules 


AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT 

Agricultural Marketing Service— 

Domestic dates produced or packed 
in Riverside, County, California; 
marketing percentages for the 
1977-78 crop year; comments by 

12-16-77. 60568; 11-28-77 

Filbert imports; grade and size stand¬ 
ards; comments by 12-16-77. 

54950; 10-12-77 
Olives grown in California; recom¬ 
mended decision and opportunity 
to file written exceptions on pro¬ 
posed further amendment of mar¬ 
keting agreement and order; com¬ 
ments by 12-12-77. 55095; 

10- 13-77 

Size requirements for navel oranges 
grown in Arizona and designated 
part of California; comments by 

12-13-77. 60568; 11-28-77 

Farmers Home Administration— 

Procedural regulations to be followed 
for applications for joint funding 
from FmHA; comments by 12- 

12-77 . 58532; 11-10-77 

Forest Service— 

Property management; protection of 
insignia; comments by 12-15-77. 

59092; 11-15-77 
CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 
Flight schedules of certificated air car¬ 
riers; mandatory on-time arrival 
standards; reply comments by 12- 

12-77. 54303; 10-5-77 

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

Certain writing instrument cartridges; 
exemption from labeling require¬ 
ments; comments by 12-14-77. 

58959; 11-14-77 
Respirable free form asbestos; banning 
of certain patching compounds and 
artificial emberizing materials (em¬ 
bers and ash); comments period ex¬ 
tended to 12-12-77... 60752; 

11- 29-77 

[First published at 42 FR 38783, 
7-29-77] 

COST ACCOUNTING STANDARDS BOARD 

Accounting for insurance costs; com¬ 
ments by 12-12-77.54296; 10-5-77 
DEFENSE DEPARTMENT 
Corps of Engineers, Department of the 
Army— 

Navigation locks and approach chan¬ 
nels, Columbia and Snake Rivers; 
comments by 12-15-77.... 58961; 

11-14-77 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

Air quality implementation plans; vari¬ 
ous states: 

Oklahoma; comments by 12-12-77. 

58767; 11-11-77 
Buses; noise emission standards for 
transportation equipment; comments 

by 12-12-77. 45776; 9-12-77 

California (various districts); procedures 
to review new or modified sources of 
air contaminants prior to construc¬ 
tion; comments by 12-16-77. 

59309; 11-16-77 
Guidelines for special packaging of 
pesticides; comments by 12-13-77. 

55235; 10-14-77 
Massachusetts Air Pollution Emergency 
Plan; comments by 12-16-77. 

59310; 11-16-77 
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

Citizens band radio service, rewriting 
and simplification; reply comments by 

12-16-77 . 49489; 9-27-77 

[First published at 42 FR 37304; 7- 
20-77] 

FM broadcast stations; table of assign¬ 
ments: 

Berlin, Md.; comments by 12-12-77. 

57696; 11-4-77 
Bridgeport, Tex.; comments by 12- 

12—77 . . 57974; 11-7-77 

Burlington, Colo.; comments by 12- 

16-77 . 58187; ll-S-77 

Chatom, Ala.; comments by 12- 

12-77. 57975; 11-7-77 

Falls City, Nebr.; comments by 12- 

16-77 . 58188; 11-8-77 

Kearney, Nebr.; comments by 12- 

12-77 . 57976; 11-7-77 

Moses Lake, Wash.; comments by 12- 

12-77. 57695; 11-4-77 

Rome, N.Y.; comments by 12-12-77. 

58189; 11-8-77 
Tallahassee, Fla.; reply comments by 

12-17-77 . 57697; 11-4-77 

Walla Walla, Wash.; comments by 12- 

12-77 . 57977; 11-7-77 

Warsaw, Mo.; comments by 12- 

16-77. 58768; 11-11-77 

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 

Equal credit opportunity; comments by 

12-15-77 . 59980; 11-23-77 

[First published at 42 FR 54834, 10- 

11- 77] 

HEALTH, EDUCATION AND WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

Food and Drug Administration— 

Preservation of cosmetics coming in 
contact with the eye; intent to pro¬ 
pose regulations and request for 
information; comments by 12- 

12— 77 . 54837; 10-11-77 

HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

DEPARTMENT 

Federal Housing Commissioner, Office 
of the Assistant Secretary— 

Debt service payments and security 
deposit provisions; comments by 
12-15-77 . 57532-34; 11-3-77 


INTERIOR DEPARTMENT 

Mining Enforcement and Safety 
Administration— 

"Respirable Dust"; coal mine health 
standards and redefinition; com¬ 
ments by 12-16-77.59294; 

11-16-77 

Office of the Secretary— 

Grants and allocations for recreation 
and conservation use of abandoned 
railroad rights-of-way; comments 

by 12-15-77.54806; 10-11-77 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION 
Dual operations of motor carriers; com¬ 
ments by 12-12-77. 54843; 

10- 1-1-77 

Service of applications on State officials; 
revision of procedures; comments by 

12-15-77. 60932; 11-30-77 

Special application procedures; service 
at new plantsites; comments by 12- 

12-77... 54845; 10-11-77 

LABOR DEPARTMENT 

Employment and Training 
Administration— 

New schedule of remuneration, un¬ 
employment compensation for ex- 
servicemen; comments by 12- 

12-77.60166; 11-25-77 

LIBRARY OF CONGRESS 
Copyright Office— 

Compulsory license for cable systems; 
comments by 12-15-77.... 61051; 

12-1-77 

Deposit reouirements: comments by 

12-12-77. 59302; 11-16-77 

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

Investment company sales literature; 
reexamination of statement of 
policy; comments by 12-15-77. 

47563; 9-21-77 
Resales of bankruptcy-related securi¬ 
ties; objective standards; comments 

by 12-15-77.. 47848; 9-22-77 

SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 
Business loan policy! eligibility for cable 
TV and radio and television broad¬ 
casters; comments by 12-12-77. 

60159; 11-25-77 
Eligibility for financial assistance by 
cable TV and radio and television 
broadcasters; comments by 12- 

12-77. 58538; 11-10-77 

TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT 
Coast Guard— 

Pollution prevention—vessel and oil 
transfer facilities and tank vessels 
carrying oil in bulk; comments by 

12-15-77. 56625; 10-27-77 

Federal Aviation Administration— 

Foreign air transportation; compen¬ 
sation for required security meas¬ 
ures; comments by 12-15-77. 

56957; 10-31-77 
Federal Railroad Administration— 
Railroad operating rules; blue signal 
protection of workmen; comments 
extended to 12-14-77.59310; 

11- 16-77 
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[First published at 42 FR 49813, 
Sept. 28, 1977] 

National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration— 

Federal motor vehicle safety stand¬ 
ards; Schoolbus standards; com¬ 
ments by 12-12-77 . 58545; 

11-10-77 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT 

Alcohol. Tobacco and Firearms 
Bureau— 

Preparation, distribution, and use of 
devices other than strip stamps on 
containers of distilled as evidence 
of tax determination; comments 
extended to 12-16-77 . 57471; 

11-3-77 

[First published at 42 FR 38190, 
7-27-77] 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT 

Customs Service— 

Field organization changes; comments 
by 12-15-77 . 59090; 11-15-77 

Internal Revenue Service— 

Federal Collection and Administration 
of Qualified State Individual Income 
Taxes; Reports to Joint Committee 
on Taxation; comments by 12- 
14-77 . 51790; 9-29-77 


Next Week's Meetings 


AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT 

Agricultural Marketing Service— 

Shippers Advisory Committee, Lake¬ 
land. Fla. (open). 12-13-77. 

60581; 11-28-77 

Federal Grain Inspection Service— 
Federal Grain Standards Act Advisory 
Committee, Washington, D.C. 
(open), 12-14-77 . 59991; 

11-23-77 

ART AND HUMANITIES NATIONAL 
FOUNDATION 

Education Programs Panel, Washington, 
D.C. (closed), 12-12 thru 12-15-77 
(2 documents) . 59574; 11-18-77 

Fellowships Panel Advisory Committee, 
Washington, D.C. (closed), (4 docu¬ 
ments), 12-12 and 12-16-77. 

59335; 11-16-77 

Museum Panel, National Endowment for 
the Arts, Washington, D.C. (partially 
open), 12-14 and 12-15-77. 

60976; 11-30-77 
Research Grants Panel, Washington, 
D.C. (closed), 12-12-77 ... 56988; 

10- 3r-77 

Visual Arts Crafts Exhibition Aid and 
Workshops Panel, National Endow¬ 
ment for the Arts, Washington, D.C. 
(closed), 12-14 thru 12-16-77. 

60976; 11-30-77 
CIVIL RIGHTS COMMISSION 

State Advisory committees: 

District of Columbia, Washington, 
D.C. (open), 12-13-77. ... 57981; 

11-7-77 

Idaho, Pocatello, Idaho (open), 12- 

17-77 .. 60195; 11-25-77 

Minnesota, Minneapolis, Minn, (open), 
(open), 12-16-77 . 60196; 

11- 25-77 


Montana, Billings, Mont, (open), 12- 
12 to 12-14-77 (two documents). 

58966; 11-14-77 
COMMERCE DEPARTMENT 

Domestic and International Business 
Administration— 

Advisory Committee on East-West 
Trade, Washington, D.C. (open), 

12-14-77. 60776; 11-29-77 

Hardware Subcommittee of the Com¬ 
puter Systems Technical Advisory 
Committee, Washington, D.C. 
(closed), 12-15-77 . 60197; 

11-25-77 

Licensing Procedures Subcommittee 
of the Computer Systems Technical 
Advisory Committee, Washington, 
D.C. (open), 12-14-77. 59993; 

11-23-77 

Numerically Controlled Machine Tool 
Technical Advisory Committee, 
Washington, D.C. (partially open), 

12-12-77. 59994; 11-23-77 

Technology Transfer Subcommittee 
of the Computer Systems Technical 
Advisory Committee, Washington, 
D.C. (open), 12-14-77. .. 59995; 

11-23-77 

Telecommunications Equipment Tech¬ 
nical Advisory Committee, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. (partially open), 12- 

14-77 . 59995; 11-23-77 

National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration— 

Mid-Atlantic Fishery Management 
Council, Highlands, N.J. (open), 
12-14 and 12-15-77 . 59318; 

11—16—77 

Mid-Atlantic Fishery Management 
Council’s Scientific and Statistical 
Committee, Highlands, N.J. (open), 

12-13-77 60945; 11-30-77 

National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration— 

Pacific Fishery Management Council 
and its Scientific and Statistical 
Committee, Seattle, Wash, (par¬ 
tially open), 12-14 thru 12-16-77. 

60945; 11-30-77 
[First published at 42 FR 58194, 
11-8-77] 

Salmon Advisory Subpanel, Pacific 
Fishery Management Council. Seat¬ 
tle, Wash., 12-14 and 12-15-77. 

60945; 11-30-77 
Weather Modification Advisory Board, 
Reston, Va. (open), 12-17-77. 

60778; 11-29-77 
COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING 
COMMISSION 
Army Department— 

Advisory Committee on State Jurisdic¬ 
tion and Responsibilities Under the 
Commodity Exchange Act, New York, 
N.Y. (open), 12-12 and 12-13-77. 

60199; 11-25-77 
CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

Interagency Regulatory Liaison Group; 
Testing Standards and Guidelines 
Work Group, Washington, D.C. (open), 
12-14-77 . 59098; 11-15-77 


Product Safety Advisory Council, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. (open), 12-12 and 

12-13-77. 60200; 11-25-77 

DEFENSE DEPARTMENT 
Air Force Department— 

USAF Scientific Advisory Board, Wash 
ington, D.C. (closed), 12-12-77. 

59546; 11-18-77 
USAF Scientific Advisory Board, 
Marietta, Ga. (open), 12-12 and 

12-13-77. 57984; 11-7-77 

Winter Navigation Board on Great 
Lakes—St. Lawrence Seaway, Chi¬ 
cago, III. (open), 12-14-77. 

60590; 11-28-77 
Office of the Secretary— 

Electron Devices Advisory Committee, 
Group A, New York, N.Y. (closed), 

12-12-77. 58198; 11-8-77 

[Originally published at 42 FR 
57153; 11-1-77] 

Electron Devices Advisory Group, New 
York. N.Y. (closed), 12-13-77. 

57153; 11-1-77 
Wage Committee, Washington, D.C. 
(closed), 12-13-77. 54855; 

10- 11-77 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

Interagency Regulatory Liaison Group; 
Testing Standards and Guidelines 
Work Group, Washington, D.C. (open), 

12-14-77. 59106; 11-15-77 

National Air Pollution Control Techniques 
Advisory Committee, Alexandria, Va. 
(open), 12-14 and 12-15-77. 

60787; 11-29-77 
National Drinking Water Advisory Coun 
cil, Des Plaines, III. (open), 12-14 

and 12-15-77. 60608; 11-28-77 

Science Advisory Board Executive Com 
mittee, Washington, D.C. (open), 12- 
12 and 12-13-77.. 60608; 11-28-77 
Technology Assessment and Pollution 
Control Advisory Committee, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. (open), 12-16 and 12- 

17-77. 59324; 11-16-77 

EXTENSION AND CONTINUING EDUCA 
TION NATIONAL ADVISORY COUNCIL 
San Antonio, Tex. (partially open), 12- 
14 thru 12-16-77.. 59573; 11-18-77 
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

Radio Astronomy Service Working Group 
and Broadcast Satellite Service Work¬ 
ing Group for 1979 ITU World Admin¬ 
istrative Radio Conference. Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. (open), 12-15-77 ... 60958; 

11- 30-77 

(RTCMS) Ship Radar Special Committee 
No. 65, Washington, D.C. 12-15-77. 

59324; 11-16-77 
Satellite Broadcasting Service Group. 
1979 World Administrative Radio Con¬ 
ference, Washington, D.C. (open), 

12-15-77.. 60959; 11-30-77 

FEDERAL PREVAILING RATE ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Meeting, Washington, D.C. (partially 
open), 12-15-77.. 60960; 11-30-77 
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general services administration 

Federal Register Office— 

Legal Drafting Workshops, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C., 12-15 and 12-16-77; 
reservations required. 39680; 

8-5-77 

HEALTH, EDUCATION AND WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

Education Office— 

AD HOC Committee on Personnel of 
the National Advisory Council on 
Adult Education, Las Vegas, Nev. 
(open), 12-11-77. 60020; 

11-23-77 

Ethnic Heritage Studies National Ad¬ 
visory Council, Washington, D.C. 
(open), 12-15 and 12-16-77. 

59915; 11-22-77 
Food and Drug Administration— 
Bacterial Vaccines and Toxoids Panel, 
Bethesda, Md. (partially open), 12- 
12 and 12-13-77.59553; 

11-18-77 

Contraceptive and Other Vaginal Drug 
Products Panel, Rockville, Md. 
(open), 12-15 and 12-16-77. 

59112; 11-15-77 
Dermatology Advisory Committee, 
Rockville, Md. (open), 12-15-77. 

59112; 11-15-77 
Interagency Regulatory Liaison Group; 
Testing Standards and Guidelines 
Work Group, Washington, D.C. 
(open), 12-14-77. 59120; 

11-15-77 

Miscellaneous External Drug Products 
Panel, Rockville, Md. (open), 12-11 
and 12—12—77.... 59112; 11-15-77 
Surgical Drugs Advisory Committee, 
Rockville, Md. (open), 12-15 and 

12-16-77. 59112; 11-15-77 

Tropical Analgesic Panel, Rockville, 
Md. (open), 12-13 thru 12-15-77. 

59112; 11-15-77 
National Institutes of Health— 

Advisory Committee to the Director, 
Bethesda, Md. (open), 12-15 and 

12-16-77. 59918; 11-22-77 

Biotechnology Resources Advisory 
Committee, Bethesda, Md. (open), 

12- 15 and 12-16-77. 56802; 

10-28-77 

Board of Scientific Counselors, Balti¬ 
more. Md. (open), 12-12 and 12- 

13- 77. 48396; 9-23-77 

[First published at 42 FR 42381, 

Aug. 23, 1977] 

Cancer Immunobiology Committee, 
Bethesda, Md. (partially open), 

12-13-77. 58204; 11-8-77 

Cancer Immunodiagnosis Committee, 
Bethesda, Md. 12-12-77.. 58204; 

11-8-77 

Cancer and Nutrition Scientific Re¬ 
view Committee, Bethesda, Md. 
(partially open), 12-14-77. 

58204; 11-8-77 
Carcinogenesis Program Scientific Re¬ 
view Committee, Bethesda, Md. 
(partially open), 12-15 and 12- 
16-77. 58204; 11-8-77 


Clinical Cancer Program Project Re¬ 
view Committee, Bethesda, Md. 
(partially open), 12-12 and 12- 

14-77 . 58204; 11-8-77 

Clinical Trials Committee, Bethesda, 
Md. (partially open), 12-15 and 

12-16-77 . 58204; 11-8-77 

General Clinical Research Centers 
Program Group of the National Ad¬ 
visory Research Resources Council, 
Bethesda, Md. (open), 12-15-77. 

56803; 10-28-77 
Group Chairmen of the Clinical In¬ 
vestigations Branch, Division of 
Cancer Treatment, National Cancer 
Institute, Bethesda, Md. (open), 

12-14-77 _ 57753; 11-4-77 

Health and Ecological Effects of In¬ 
creased Coal Utilization Commit¬ 
tee, Washington, D.C. (open), 

12-15-77 . 60960; 11-30-77 

National Cancer Advisory Board, Sub¬ 
committee on National Organ Site 
Programs, Bethesda, Md. (partially 
open), 12-14-77 .. 58204; 

11-8-77 

Virus Cancer Program Scientific Re¬ 
view Committee, Bethesda, Md. 
(partially open), 12-14-77. 

58204; 12-8-77 
Office of the Secretary— 

President's Committee on Mental Re¬ 
tardation, Washington, D.C. (open), 
12-12 and 12-13-77 . 57992; 

11-7-77 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT 

National Park Service— 

Workshops on Task Directive for 
Grand Canyon National Park Adja¬ 
cent Land Study, various cities in 
Ariz. and Utah (open), 12-12 thru 

12-15-77 . 58792; 11-11-77 

Office of the Secretary— 

Outer Continental Shelf Advisory 
Board, Savannah. Ga. (open), 
12-13 and 12-14-77 . 57565; 

11—3—77 

LABOR DEPARTMENT 

Occupational Safety and Health 
Administration— 

Federal Advisory Council on Occupa¬ 
tional Safety and Health, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. (open), 12-13-77. 

59571; 11-18-77 
Interagency Regulatory Liaison Group; 
Testing Standards and Guidelines 
Work Group, Washington, D.C. 
(open), 12-14-77 . 59134; 

11-15-77 

National Advisory Committee on 
Occupational Safety and Health. 
Washington, D.C. (open), 12- 

15-77 .. 60803: 11-29-77 

NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION 
Controlled Ecosystem Populations Ex¬ 
periment ad hoc Subcommittee, 
Washington, D.C. (closed), 12-15-77. 

59933; 11-22-77 
ERDA/NSF Nuclear Science Advisory 
Committee (NUSAC), Washington, 
D.C. (partially open), 12-12 and 12- 

13-77 . 60233; 11-25-77 


Herpetology systematic research collec¬ 
tions; application of electronic data 
processing, Ann Arbor, Mich, (open), 

12- 12 and 12-13-77 . 59933; 

11-22-77 

Materials Research Advisory Committee, 
ad hoc Subcommittee for Oversight of 
Polymers Program, Washington, D.C. 
(partially open), 12-12 and 12- 

13- 77 . 59135; 11-15-77 

National Magnet Laboratory Visiting Sub¬ 
committee of the Advisory Commit¬ 
tee for Materials Research, Cam¬ 
bridge, Mass, (partially open), 12- 
15-77 . 59134; 11-15-77 

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 
Reactor Safeguards Advisory Commit¬ 
tee, Subcommittee on Seismic Activ¬ 
ity, Washington, D.C. (open), 

12- 15-77 - 60989; 11-30-77 

Risk Assessment Review Group, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. (open), 12-12 and 12- 

13- 77 . 60235; 11-25-77 

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 

COMMISSION 

National Market Advisory Board, New 
York, N.Y. (open), 12-12 and 12- 

13-77 . 60824: 11-29-77 

SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 
Region V Cleveland Advisory Council, 
Cleveland, Ohio (open), 12-15-77. 

59152; 11-15-77 
Region V Detroit Advisory Council. Grand 
Rapids, Mich, (open), 12-13-77. 

59579; 11-18-77 
Region V Indianapolis Advisory Council, 
Indianapolis, Ind. (open). 12-14-77. 

57999; 11-7-77 

STATE DEPARTMENT 

Agency for International Development— 
Board for International Food and Agri¬ 
cultural Development. Washington. 

D.C. (open), 12-12-77 . 59579; 

11-18-77 

Joint Committee on Agricultural De¬ 
velopment of the Board for Interna¬ 
tional Food and Agricultural De¬ 
velopment, Arlington, Va. (open), 

12-13 and 12-14-77 . 59580; 

11-18-77 

Office of the Secretary — 

Fine Arts Committee. Washington, 

D.C. (open), 12-15-77 . 58589; 

11-10-77 

International Radio Consultative Com¬ 
mittee U.S. National Committee, 
Study Group 1, Washington, D.C. 

(open), 12-15-77 59939; 

11-22-77 

Study Group 1 of the U.S. National 
Committee of the International 
Telegraph and Telephone Consulta¬ 
tive Committee (CCITT), Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. (open), 12-15-77. 

60034; 11-23-77 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS POLICY OFFICE 
U.S. INMARSAT Preparatory Committee 
Working Group. Washington, D.C. 
(open), 12-13-77.. 51631; 9-29-77 
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TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT 

Coast Guard— 

National Boating Safety Advisory 
Council, Galveston, Tex. (open), 

12-13 and 12-14-77. 58992; 

11-14-77 

VETERANS ADMINISTRATION 

Wage Committee, Washington, D.C. 
(closed), 12-15-77.. 45403; 9-9-77 


Next Week’s Public Hearings 


COMMERCE DEPARTMENT 

National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration— 

State of Michigan Coastal Manage¬ 
ment Program; draft environmental 
impact statement, Marquette, 
Mich., 12-13; Traverse City, Mich., 
12-14; Lansing, Mich., 12-15-77. 

59898; 11-22-77 
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
Air quality modeling, Washington. D.C. 

12-14 and 12-15-77.... 58542, 

58561; 11-10-77 
Carbon monoxide/oxidant control in 
Connecticut, Bridgeport, Conn., 12-14 

and 12-15-77.60753; 11-29-77 

Prevention of significant air quality de¬ 
terioration, Washington, D.C. 12-14 

and 12-15-77.58542; 11-10-77 

EXTENSION AND CONTINUING EDUCA¬ 
TION NATIONAL ADVISORY COUNCIL 
Development of policies and procedures 
for extending resources of postsec¬ 
ondary education institutions to ad¬ 
dress problems of States and corn- 
education opportunities for adult 
munities and provide continuing 
learners, San Antonio, Tex., 12- 

14-77. 59573; 11-1B-77 

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION 

Credit practices, Washington, D.C., 
12-12-77. 57973; 11-7-77 


HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

Education Office— 

Bilingual Education National Advisory 
. Council, Boston, Mass. 12-12 and 
12-13-77. 59111; 11-15-77 

Food and Drug Administration— 
Net-weight labeling of food, Atlanta, 
Ga.. 12-15-77.. 59091; 11-15-77; 
55227; 10-14-77 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION 

Motor transportation of property inci¬ 
dental and passengers incidental to 
transportation by aircraft, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C., 12-14-77. 59522; 

11-18-77 

LABOR DEPARTMENT 

Occupational Safety and Health 
Administration— 

Occupational exposure to 1,2-di- 
bromo-3-chloropropane (DBCP), 
12—13—77—. 57266; 11-1-77 

TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT 

Federal Aviation Administration— 

Civil supersonic airplanes; noise and 
sonic boom requirements, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C., 12-15-77. 59089; 

11-15-77 


List of Public Laws 


This is a continuing listing of public bills 
that have become law. the text of which is 
not published in the Federal Register. 
Copies of the laws in individual pamphlet 
form (referred to as “slip laws") may be 
obtained from the U.S. Government Printing 
Office. 

H.R. 7345. Pub. L. 95-204 

‘Veterans and Survivors Pension Ad¬ 
justment Act of 1977". (Dec. 2, 1977; 
91 Stat. 1455). Price: $.60. 
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presidential documents 


[3195-01] 


Title 3—The President 


Executive Order 12026 


December 5, 1977 


Reinstatement Rights of Certain Employees of the Department of Energy 


By virtue of the authority vested in me by Sections 3301 and 3302 of Title 5 of 
the United States Code, and as President of the United States of America, the service 
of an employee of the Atomic Energy Commission or of the Energy Research and 
Development Administration pursuant to a Regular or Regular (Conditional) 
appointment, other than such service in an attorney position, who was transferred to 
the Department of Energy pursuant to the Department of Energy Organization Act 
(91 Stat. 565; 42 U.S.C. 7101 et seq.) shall be considered as Career or Career- 
Conditional service, respectively, for purposes of eligibility for reinstatement in the 
competitive Civil Service. 



The White House, 

December 5, 1977. 


[FR Doc.77-35131 Filed 12-5-77;3:58 pm] 
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Executive Order 12027 


THE PRESIDENT 
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December 5, 1977 

Relating to the Transfer of Certain Executive Development and 
Other Personnel Functions 

By virtue of the authority vested in me by the Constitution and statutes of the 
United States of America, including Reorganization Plan No. 2 of 1970 (5 U.S.C. App. 
II), Section 202 of the Budget and Accounting Procedures Act of 1950 (31 U.S.C. 
581c), and Section 301 of Title 3 of the United States Code, and as President of the 
United States of America, in order to transfer certain functions from the Director of 
the Office of Management and Budget to the United States Civil Service Commission, 
it is hereby ordered as follows: 

Section 1 . The following functions which heretofore have been performed by 
4he Director of the Office of Management and Budget, either alone or in conjunction 
with the United States Civil Service Commission, are hereby reassigned and delegated 
to the United States Civil Service Commission: 

(a) Providing overall Executive Branch leadership, regulation, and guidance in 
executive personnel selection, development, and management including: 

(1) Devising and establishing programs and encouraging agencies to devise and 
establish programs to forecast the need for career executive talent and to select, train, 
develop, motivate, deploy and evaluate the men and women who make up the top 
ranks of Federal civil service; 

(2) Initiating and leading efforts to ensure that potential executive talent is 
identified, developed and well utilized throughout the Executive Branch and; 

(3) Ensuring that executive training and motivation meet current and future 
needs. 

(b) Studying and reporting on issues relating to position classification and the 
compensation of Federal civilian employees, including linkages among pay systems, 
and providing reports on average grade levels, work-years and personnel costs of 
Federal civilian employees. 

(c) Providing primary Executive Branch leadership in (1) developing and re¬ 
viewing a program of policy guidance to departments and agencies for the organiza¬ 
tion of management’s responsibility under the Federal Labor Relations program; and 
(2) monitoring issues and trends in labor management relations for referral to appro¬ 
priate Executive Branch officials including the Federal Labor Relations Council. 

Sec. 2. Section 1 of Executive Order No. 11541, as amended, is further amended 
by adding thereto the following new subsection: 

“(d) The delegation to the Director of the Office of Management and Budget 
of the following executive development and personnel functions (w'hich have been 
transferred to the Civil Service Commission) is terminated on December 4, 1977: 

(1) Providing overall Executive Branch leadership, regulation, and guidance in 
executive personnel selection, development and management. 

(2) Studying and reporting on issues relating to position classification and the 
compensation of Federal civilian employees, including linkages among pay systems, 
and providing reports on average grade levels, work-years and personnel costs of 
Federal civilian employees. 

(3) Providing primary Executive Branch leadership in (i) developing and 
reviewing a program of policy guidance to departments and agencies for the organiza¬ 
tion of management responsibility under the Federal Labor Relations program; and 
(ii) monitoring issues and trends in labor management relations for referral to appro¬ 
priate Executive Branch officials including the Federal Labor Relations Council.”. 

Sec. 3. Executive Order No. 11491, as amended, is further amended by amending 
Section 25(a) to read as follows: 


' \ 
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THE PRESIDENT 


/ 


“The Civil Service Commission, in conjunction with the Director of the Office 
of Management and Budget, shall establish and maintain a program for the policy 
guidance of agencies on labor-management relations in the Federal service and shall 
periodically review the implementation of these policies. The Civil Service Commis¬ 
sion shall be responsible for the day-to-day policy guidance under that program. The 
Civil Service Commission also shall continuously review the operation of the Federal 
labor-management relations program to assist in assuring adherence to its provisions 
and merit system requirements; implement technical advice and information programs 
for the agencies; asssit in the development of programs for training agency personnel 
and management officials in labor-management relations; and, from time to time, 
report to the Council on the state of the program with any recommendations for its 
improvement.”. 

Sec. 4. Section 5(a) of Executive Order No. 11636 of December 17, 1971, 
establishing an Employee-Management Relations Commission as a committee of the 
Board of the Foreign Service, is amended by deleting: “The representative of the 
Office of Management and Budget shall be the Chairman of the Commission” and 
substituting therefor “The representative of the Civil Service Commission shall be the 
Chairman of the Commission”. 

Sec. 5. The records, property, personnel, and unexpended balances of appropria¬ 
tions, available or to be made available, which relate to the functions transferred or 
reassigned by this Order from the Office of Management and Budget to the United 
States Civil Service Commission, are hereby transferred to the United States Civil 
Service Commission. 

Sec. 6. The Director of the Office of Management and Budget shall make such 
determinations, issue such orders, and take all actions necessary or appropriate to 
effectuate the transfers or reassignments provided by this Order, including the transfer 
of funds, records, property, and personnel. 

Sec. 7. This Order shall be effective December 4, 1977. 



The White House, 

December 5, 1977 . 


[FRDoc.77-35132 Filed 12-5-77;3:59 pm] 
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rules and regulations 


This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains regulatory documents having general applicability and legal effect most of which are 
keyed to and codified in the Code of Federal Regulations, which is published under 50 titles pursuant to 44 U.S.C. 1510. 

The Code of Federal Regulations is sold by the Superintendent of Documents. Prices of new books are listed in the first FEDERAL 
REGISTER issue of each month. 


[ 1505-01 ] 

Title 7—Agriculture 

CHAPTER IX—AGRICULTURAL MARKET¬ 
ING SERVICE (MARKETING AGREE¬ 
MENTS AND ORDERS; FRUITS, VEGE¬ 
TABLES, NUTS), DEPARTMENT OF 
AGRICULTURE 

[Docket No. AO-85-A8J 

PART 905—ORANGES, GRAPEFRUIT, TAN¬ 
GERINES, AND TANGELOS GROWN IN 
FLORIDA 

Order Amending Order 

Correction 

In FR Doc. 77-33274 appearing at page 
59367 in the issue for Thursday, Novem¬ 
ber 17, 1977. in § 906.5(k) which appears 
on page 59368, “Navel oranges: and’* 
should have read “Honey tangerines;”. 


[7590-01 ] 

Title 10—Energy 

CHAPTER I—NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

PART 40—LICENSING OF SOURCE 
MATERIAL 

General License for Government Agencies’ 
Operational Use of Small Quantities of 
Source Material 

AGENCY: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Com¬ 
mission. 

ACTION: Final rule. 

SUMMARY: The Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission is amending its regulations 
to include Federal, State and local gov¬ 
ernmental agencies’ research, develop¬ 
ment, education or operational use of 
small quantities of source material in the 
general license which authorizes certain 
persons to use small quantities of source 
material. This rule change, requested by 
the United States Air Force Radioisotope 
Committee, will lessen the existing ad¬ 
ministrative burden of specific licensing 
requirements for thorium coated lenses. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: January 6, 1978. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Deborah A. Bozik, Office of Standards 
Development. U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20555, 
phone: 301-443-6911. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
On September 1.1977. the Nuclear Regu¬ 
latory Commission (NRC) published a 
nroposed rule (42 FR 43983-4) to amend 
its regulations to include Federal. State 
and local governmental agencies’ re¬ 
search, development, education or opera¬ 
tional use of small quantities of source 


material in the general license in § 40.22 
which authorizes certain persons to use 
small quantities of source materiaL The 
proposed rule was published in response 
to a petition for rule making (PRM 40- 
20) filed by the United States Air Force 
Radioisotope Committee. Wright-Patter- 
son Air Force Base, Ohio, requesting that 
the Commission amend the general li¬ 
cense in 10 CFR 40.22, “Small Quantities 
of Source Material,” to (a) authorize 
use and transfer of source material under 
the general license by Federal agencies 
for operational purposes, and (b) au¬ 
thorize USAF possession and operational 
use of thorium, as a fluoride salt, in anti- 
reflective lens coatings on thermal imag¬ 
ing lenses of the Forward Looking In¬ 
frared (FLIR) imaging system. The pub¬ 
lic was invited to submit written com¬ 
ments on the proposed rule by October 3, 
1977, and one comment was received. The 
one comment supports the proposal to 
extend the general license to government 
agencies but expresses the view that the 
term “Governmental agencies” is too 
narrow and should be expanded to in¬ 
clude governmental installations, activi¬ 
ties and laboratories. The terms “Gov¬ 
ernment agency” and “person” used in 
the § 40 22 general license are broadly 
defined in 10 CFR 40.4 (c) and (e). and 
the general license should be read in the 
light of these definitions. Moreover, in 
order to permit the greatest flexibility in 
use of small quantities of source mate¬ 
rial under the general license, the rule 
does not restrict application of the gen¬ 
eral license to the largest unit in any 
class of persons specified. Rather, para¬ 
graph (a) (4) of this general license is 
applicable to any size unit, other than 
individuals, which is physically separate 
from other units. The purpose of the 
phvsical separation is to make it unlikely 
that more than 15 pounds of source 
material could be brought together in a 
sinvlr location. 

„ Although the thermal imaging lenses 
which the Federal, State and local gov¬ 
ernmental agencies would be authorized 
to possess and use for operational pur¬ 
poses under this general license would 
not be used in eyepieces, the comment 
also pointed out that the use of lenses 
in eyepieces containing more than 0.05 
percent by weight of source material 
should not be permitted. This comment 
raises questions about some manufac¬ 
turers of lenses used in eyepieces dis¬ 
tributing those products under the gen¬ 
eral license in § 40.22. Since the amend¬ 
ment does not include manufacturers, 
we consider the comment not applicable 
to this amendment. Nonetheless, a sepa¬ 
rate study is being planned to deter¬ 
mine what additional restrictions, if any. 


are needed in § 40.22 to restrict manu¬ 
facture and distribution under the gen¬ 
eral license of products that may be in 
prolonged close proximity to human tis¬ 
sue during use. 

Under the Atomic Energy Act of 1$54, 
as amended, the Energy Reorganization 
Act of 1974, as amended, and sections 
552 and 553 of title 5 of the United 
States Code, the following amendment 
to Title 10, Chapter I, Code of Federal 
Regulations, Part 40 is published as a 
document subject to codification. 

1. Section 40.22 of 10 CFR Part 40 is 
amended by revising paragraph (a)(4) 
to read as follows: 

§ 40.22 Small quantities of source ma¬ 
terial. 

(a) A general license is hereby issued 
authorizing use and transfer of not more 
than fifteen (15) pounds of source mate¬ 
rial at any one time by persons in the 
following categories: 

• • • • » 

(4) Commercial and industrial firms 
and research, educational and medical 
institutions and Federal. State and local 
governmental agencies for research, de¬ 
velopment, educational, commercial or 
operational purposes; 


(Secs. 62. 63. 161. Pub. L. 83-703, 68 Stat. 932, 
933. 948 (42 U.S.C. 2092. 2093, 2201); sec. 201. 
as amended. Pub. L. 93^438. 88 Stat. 1242. 
Pub. L. 94-97. 89 Stat. 413 (42 U.S.C. 5841).) 

Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 11th day 
of November 1977. 


For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis 
sion. 


Lee V. Gossick, 

Executive Director for Operations. 


(FR Doc.77-34811; Filed 12-6-77:8:45 am| 


[3128-01 ] 

CHAPTER II—FEDERAL ENERGY 
ADMINISTRATION 1 

PART 211—MANDATORY PETROLEUM 
ALLOCATION REGULATIONS 

Amendment to Entitlements Program to 
Revise Factor Used to Determine Entitle¬ 
ment Value of Naphtha Feedstocks Im¬ 
ported Into Puerto Rico 

AGENCY: Economic Regulatory Admin¬ 
istration. Department of Energy. 

ACTION : Final rule. 


1 Editorial Note. —Chapter II will be re¬ 
named at a future date to reflect that It con¬ 
tains regulations administered by the Eco¬ 
nomic Regulatory Administration of the 
Department of Energy. 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


SUMMARY: The Economic Regulatory 
Administration (ERA) of the Depart¬ 
ment of Energy (DOE) is amending the 
domestic crude oil allocation (“entitle¬ 
ments") program (10 CFR 211.67) by 
revising the factor which is used in cal¬ 
culating the imputed cost of domestically 
produced naphtha for purposes of de¬ 
termining the entitlement value awarded 
with respect to the naphtha imports of 
firms operating petrochemical plants in 
Puerto Rico. The purpose of this amend¬ 
ment is to compensate mQre accurately 
under the entitlements program for the 
feedstock cost disadvantage of the petro¬ 
chemical industry in Puerto Rico, which 
is reliant on imported naphtha, as com¬ 
pared with mainland petrochemical pro¬ 
ducers that have access to naphtha pro¬ 
duced by domestic refiners. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: ERA has deter¬ 
mined that the revised factor will apply 
effective with naphtha imports for No¬ 
vember 1977. which will be reflected in 
the January 1978 entitlement notice. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Deanna Williams (FEA Reading 
Room), 12th and Pennsylvania Avenue 
NW., Room 2107. Washington, D.C. 
20461.202-566-9161. 

Allen Hoffard (Media Relations). 12th 
and Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Room 
3104, Washington, D.C. 20461, 202- 
566-9833. 

Douglas Mclver (Entitlements Pro¬ 
gram Office), 2000 M Street NW., 
Room 61281. Washington, D.C. 20461, 
202-254-8660. 

Michael Paige or Judith Garfield (Of¬ 
fice of the General Counsel), 12th and 
Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Room 7132, 
Washington, D.C. 20461. 202-566-9565 
(Paige); 202-566-2085 (Garfield). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

I. Background 
II. Discussion of Comments 

A. General 

B. Factor and Methodology 

C. Calculation of Imported Naphtha 

Costs 

D. Mainland Imports 
HI. Amendment Adopted 

L Background 

On September 30, 1977, the Federal 
Energy Administration (FEA) issued a 
notice of proposed rulemaking and pub¬ 
lic hearing (42 FR 54424; October 6, 
1977) to amend the entitlements pro¬ 
gram (10 CFR 211.67) by revising the 
factor which is used in calculating the 
imputed cost of domestically produced 
naphtha for purposes of determining the 
entitlement value awarded with respect 
to the naphtha imported by firms op¬ 
erating petrochemical plants in Puerto 
Rico. Use of an imputed cost of domes¬ 
tically produced naphtha in these cal¬ 
culations is required to prevent over¬ 
compensation of Puerto Rican petro¬ 
chemical firms in the event that foreign 
naphtha prices fall to an unusually low 
level. See 41 FR 30322; July 23, 1976. 


The current regulations permit Puerto 
Rican petrochemical producers to re¬ 
ceive entitlement benefits for imported 
naohtha feedstocks as a means of al¬ 
leviating the competitive disadvantage 
of these firms, which are dependent upon 
higher priced naphtha imports for their 
feedstock, as compared with mainland 
petrochemical producers that have ac¬ 
cess to naphtha produced by domestic 
refineries. Under the regulations, eligi¬ 
ble firms are issued entitlements with re¬ 
spect to each barrel of naphtha imported 
for use as a petrochemical feedstock on 
the same basis as for a barrel of crude 
oil included in a refiner's crude oil runs 
for the month, unless the weighted av¬ 
erage imported naphtha costs of firms 
reporting imports into Puerto Rico for 
this purpose exceed the imputed cost of 
domestically produced naphtha for that 
month by less than the per barrel crude 
oil entitlement value. In the latter case, 
the entitlement value for each barrel of 
imported naphtha is equal to the differ¬ 
ential between such weighted average 
imported naphtha costs and the imputed 
cost of domestic naphtha. For purposes 
of calculating the imputed costs of do¬ 
mestically produced naphtha, a factor 
of one hundred twenty percent (120%) 
has been applied to the weighted average 
cost of crude oil for all domestic refiners 
for the month in question. 

In the September 30 notice FEA pro¬ 
posed to revise the factor for calculat¬ 
ing the imputed cost of domestic naph¬ 
tha from one hundred twenty percent 
(120%) to one hundred thirteen percent 
(113%). This proposal was based on 
FEA’s review of current data relating to 
naphtha prices and crude oil costs which 
indicate that, due to fluctuations in 
world naphtha market prices and the 
steady decline in naphtha values over 
the past year, the factor used to calcu¬ 
late the imputed cost of domestic naph¬ 
tha as currently set forth in the regula¬ 
tions is too high. FEA was concerned 
that, because of the discrepancy between 
the factor set forth in the regulations 
and the naphtha-to-crude oil price ra¬ 
tios for the first eight months of 1977, 
petrochemical procedures located in 
Puerto Rico may not be receiving suffi¬ 
cient entitlement value for the naphtha 
feedstocks that they import, thus result¬ 
ing in a relative competitive disadvan¬ 
tage for these petrochemical producers 
as compared with mainland firms. 

FEA also proposed that the naphtha 
costs of any firm receiving relief from 
FEA’s Office of Exceptions and Appeals 
with respect to its naphtha imports into 
Puerto Rico be excluded from the cal¬ 
culation of the weighted average per 
barrel cost of naphtha imported into 
Puerto Rico for purposes of § 211.67(d) 
(5)(iii). FEA had tentatively concluded 
that inclusion of the average imported 
naphtha costs of a firm receiving the 
type of exception relief being provided 
Commonwealth Oil Refining Company 
(5 FEA H 83,132, April 14, 1977) in the 
entitlement calculations for other af¬ 
fected companies was not appropriate. 


since the value of such a firm’s entitle¬ 
ment issuances is not calculated by ref¬ 
erence to the regulatory provisions 
alone. 

Effective October 1. 1977, all functions 
previously performed by FTSA were 
transferred to the Department of En¬ 
ergy (Department of Energy Organiza¬ 
tion Act, Pub. L. 95-91 (DOE Act); Ex¬ 
ecutive Order No. 12009, 42 FR 46267, 
September 15, 1977). Section 705(b)(1) 
of the DOE Act provides that: 

The provisions of this Act shall not affect 
any proceedings • • * pending at the tlrrfe 
this Act takes effect before any department, 
agency, commission, or component thereof, 
functions of which are transferred by this 
Act; but such proceedings • • • to the extent 
that they relate to functions so transferred, 
shall be continued. 

Fursuant to this provision, this rulemak¬ 
ing proceeding, begun by FEA prior to 
the activation of DOE, was continued 
and transferred to DOE. 

Further, in DOE Delegation Order No. 
0204-4, the Secretary of Energy dele¬ 
gated to the Administrator of the ERA 
the authority to take such action, in¬ 
cluding the adoption of rules, as is neces¬ 
sary and appropriate to administer sev¬ 
eral functions, among which are the 
allocation and pricing of crude oil and 
refined petroleum products, pursuant to 
the provisions of the Emergency Pe¬ 
troleum Allocation Act of 1973, as 
amended. Pursuant to this delegation, 
the ERA hereby adopts the amendment 
set forth below. 

II. Discussion of Comments 

Written comments were invited on the 
proposed amendments through Novem¬ 
ber 15, 1977, and fifteen such comments 
were received. A public hearing was held 
in Washington, D.C., on November 3, 
1977, at which six persons testified. In 
addition, seven persons presented their 
views at a public hearing held in San- 
turce. P.R., on November 8, 1977, pur¬ 
suant to a notice of public hearing is¬ 
sued by ERA on October 21, 1977 (42 FR 
56618; October 27. 1977). 

A. GENERAL 

The ERA received a number of com¬ 
ments from refiners which expressed 
opposition not only to the proposed 
downward revision of the factor used in 
calculating the imputed cost of domestic 
naphtha, but also to the general concept 
of including within the entitlements pro¬ 
gram naphtha feedstocks imported into 
Puerto Rico for petrochemical use. These 
refiners set forth their opposition to 
awarding entitlements to Puerto Rican 
petrochemical firms for their naphtha 
imports on the ground that the entitle¬ 
ments program originally was designed 
to equalize crude oil costs among refiners 
and should not be used to provide special 
relief to the Puerto Rican petrochemical 
industry at the expense of the domestic 
refining companies. These commenters 
urged ERA to eliminate entirely the en¬ 
titlement benefits for naphtha imported 
into Puerto Rico. In the alternative, how- 
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ever, most of these comments recom¬ 
mended retaining the naphtha-to-crude 
price ratio of one hundred twenty per¬ 
cent (120%) set forth in the current reg¬ 
ulations rather than adjusting it down¬ 
ward as proposed. 

On the other hand, ERA received testi¬ 
mony from representatives of the Puerto 
Rican petrochemical industry and the 
government of Puerto Rico concerning 
the severity of the feedstock oost dis¬ 
advantage and its economic conse¬ 
quences for both the industry and the 
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico. These 
commenters were in favor of amending 
the current regulations to alleviate this 
situation and recommended that ERA 
award the full crude oil entitlement 
value to Puerto Rican petrochemical 
firms importing naphtha for feedstock 
use or. in the alternative, use a factor 
for calculating the imputed cost of do¬ 
mestic naphtha which is lower than the 
proposed factor of one hundred thirteen 
percent (113%). 

ERA remains convinced of the need 
for and the appropriateness of alleviat¬ 
ing the feedstock cost disadvantage of 
the Puerto Rican petrochemical industry 
through the entitlements program. By 
and large the comments received by ERA 
confirm ERA’S preliminary view that an 
amendment to the current regulations 
is needed in order to compensate more 
accurately for this disadvantage. ERA, 
however, has determined to retain the 
regulatory factor based on the imputed 
cost of domestic naphtha due to the po¬ 
tential for fluctuations in naphtha prices 
in the world market. ERA does not be¬ 
lieve that it would be appropriate to 
grant the full crude oil entitlement bene¬ 
fit to naphtha imports when the differ¬ 
ential between the prices of imported 
and domestic naphtha is less than the 
per barrel crude oil entitlement value for 
a particular month. 

B. FACTOR AND METHODOLOGY 

The proposed factor for calculating 
the imputed costs of domestically pro¬ 
duced naphtha, like the factor currently 
set forth in the regulations, was derived 
by comparing Rotterdam naphtha post¬ 
ings with the estimated delivered cost of 
Arabian Light crude oil to Rotterdam. In 
the proposed rulemaking specific com¬ 
ments were requested concerning the ap¬ 
propriateness of the proposed factor and 
the methodology used to obtain it. In this 
context, comments were also invited on: 

< 1 > The use of Arabian Light crude oil for 
purposes of the naphtha-to-crude price 
ratio; (2) the desirability of periodically 
reviewing and, if necessary, adjusting the 
factor ultimately adopted; and (3) the 
accuracy and feasibility of certain al¬ 
ternative methodologies. 

In commenting upon the appropriate¬ 
ness of the proposed factor and the 
methodology used to obtain it. the af¬ 
fected Puerto Rican petrochemical firms 
were in agreement that ERA should 
continue to use this methodology, making 
certain modifications which, in their 
view, would yield a more accurate 
naphtha-to-crude oil price ratio. It was 
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suggested that it would be more appro¬ 
priate for ERA to calculate the ratio 
using Average Freight Rate Assessments 
(AFRA) charter rates, upon which crude 
oil transportation costs generally are 
based, rather than the spot transporta¬ 
tion rates used in deriving the proposed 
factor. The comments of the Puerto Ri¬ 
can petrochemical firms also recom¬ 
mended against exclusive use of Arabian 
Light crude oil in calculating the 
naphtha-to-crude oil price ratio, argu¬ 
ing that, because'of its high sulfur and 
low naphtha content, Arabian Light is 
not representative of the crude oils used 
to produce naphtha in the United States. 
Instead, these comments urged ERA to 
use costs of a low sulfur crude oil such as 
Algerian-Saharan Blend or a composite 
cost based on the average of the costs of 
crudes used in processing naphtha in the 
United States. Most of these commenters 
also supported a periodic review of the 
factor by ERA. 

As mentioned previously, the majority 
of the comments from the refining in¬ 
dustry were opposed to the general con¬ 
cept of including naphtha feedstock im¬ 
ported into Puerto Rico under the en¬ 
titlements program. The majority of 
these comments also objected to lower¬ 
ing the factor from one hundred twenty 
percent (120%) to one hundred thirteen 
percent (113%), generally on the ground 
that present market conditions do not 
warrant such an adjustment. However, 
the basic methodology used to obtain 
both the current and proposed factors 
was acceptable to most of these com¬ 
menters, although there was a sugges¬ 
tion to base the factor upon deliveries of 
crude and naphtha into Puerto Rico, 
rather than upon the Rotterdam market. 
Those refiners who addressed the issue 
supported the use of Arabian Light crude 
oil as a reasonable basis* of comparison 
w'ith naphtha postings. 

Specific comments were solicited on 
whether any of the following alterna¬ 
tive methodologies for imputing the cost 
of domestically produced naphtha w r ould 
be more accurate than the methodology 
upon which the proposed factor w r as 
based: (1) Using the price of JP-4 (a 
naphtha-based jet fuel used by the mili¬ 
tary) as a surrogate for the cost of do¬ 
mestic naphtha: (2) determining the 
value of naphtha as a feedstock for gaso¬ 
line by subtracting from an appropriate 
price for gasoline the cost of reforming 
naphtha into gasoline; and (3) identify¬ 
ing the actual market prices of domes¬ 
tically produced naphthas. The response 
to these alternative methodologies was 
generally negative. Although several 
comments supported the use of JP-4 
prices as a surrogate for domestic naph¬ 
tha costs, most were opposed on the 
grounds that the market for JP-4 is rel¬ 
atively small with essentially one pur¬ 
chaser, the Department of Defense, and 
that average prices for JP-4 do not ac¬ 
curately reflect the actual market factors 
influencing domestically produced naph¬ 
tha. The majority of comments ex¬ 
pressed the view that it would be difficult 
to impute the cost of domestically pro¬ 


duced naphtha by determining the value 
of naphtha as a gasoline feedstocks be¬ 
cause of the variation in refining and re¬ 
forming costs among refiners, the prob¬ 
lem of deciding what would constitute an 
appropriate return on investment for re¬ 
forming capacity, and the administrative 
complexity of such a methodology. Fi¬ 
nally. the comments unanimously reject¬ 
ed the approach of identifying the ac¬ 
tual market prices of domestically pro¬ 
duced naphthas (the majority of which 
are not sold in the marketplace but are 
used for gasoline production in the re¬ 
fineries where they are produced) be¬ 
cause of the difficulty in obtaining a rep¬ 
resentative sample on which to base an 
accurate price for domestic naphthas. 

Based on ffs analvsis of the comments 
which it received. ERA has decided to 
retain the basic methodology of com¬ 
paring Rotterdam naphtha postings with 
the estimated delivered costs of crude 
oil to Rotterdam in order to establish 
the factor for calculating the imputed 
cost of domestically produced naphtha. 
ERA. however, has concluded that this 
methodology would yield a more accu¬ 
rate factor if AFRA charter rates are ap¬ 
plied and a representative mix of crude 
oils is used as the basis of comparison 
with naphtha postings. Using this modi¬ 
fied methodology. ERA has determined 
that the proper factor for calculating 
the imputed cost of domestic naphtha 
is ore hundred eight percent (108%) 
rather than one hundred thirteen per¬ 
cent (113%) as proposed. 

The revised factor was developed as 
follows. First, a composite crude oil price 
of $13.55 per barrel was established, 
based on average prices of crudes de¬ 
livered into Rotterdam in the first six 
months of 1977, as set out in the follow¬ 
ing table: 


CRUDES DELIVERED INTO ROTTERDAM 


Country 

Jan. 

1977- 

June 

1977 

price 

Percent 
volume 
de¬ 
livered * 

Com¬ 

posite 

price 

Iran... 

$13.80 

*. 232 

*3.20 

Saudi Arabia.. 

13.09 

.305 

3.99 

Kuwait ... 

13.26 

.135 

1.79 

Nigeria.. 

14.'»6 

.161 

2.34 

U.A.E. 

13.20 

.083 

1.10 

■Iraq .. 

13.60 

.083 

1.13 

Total. 

— 

— 

13.55 


» Source: International crude oil and product prices. 
October 19«< (Middle East Petroleum and Economics 
publications), prepared by Energy Economics Research 

* Eliminating volumes less titan 4 percent delivered into 
Rotterdam. 

Second, the average tanker price of 
$127 83 per metric ton for naphtha de¬ 
livered into Rotterdam in the first six 
months of 1977 (derived from Platt’s Oil- 
gram) was divided by the conversion 
factor of 8.75 barrels per metric ton 
(used by the 1976 World Naphtha Sur¬ 
vey and generally favored by the com¬ 
ments received) to determine an average 
naphtha price of $14.61 per barrel. Fi¬ 
nally. a comparison of the average 
naphtha price of $14.61 per barrel with 
the composite crude oil price of $13.55 
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per barrel yielded the naphtha-to-crude 
ratio of 1.08. 

ERA will monitor the situation with 
respect to world market naphtha prices 
and, if conditions warrant, will propose 
appropriate adjustments to the factor 
which it is adopting today. 

c. CALCULATION OF IMPORTED NAPHTHA 
COSTS 

The Puerto Rican petrochemical firms 
that would be affected were strongly 
opposed to the proposed exclusion from 
the calculation of the weighted average 
per barrel cost of naphtha imported into 
Puerto Rico of the naphtha costs of any 
firm receiving exception relief. Testi¬ 
mony was received concerning the ad¬ 
verse impact on the Puerto Rican petro¬ 
chemical industry of excluding from this 
calculation the naphtha imported by the 
Commonwealth Oil Refining Co., w T hich 
is currently receiving this type of excep¬ 
tion relief (5 FEA 83,132, April 14, 1977). 
It was pointed out that such an exclu¬ 
sion would result in a substantial re¬ 
duction in the entitlements benefits for 
the rest of the Puerto Rican petrochem¬ 
ical industry and thus would undercut 
the purpose of granting entitlements for 
naphtha imported into Puerto Rico, 
which is to alleviate the feedstock cost 
disadvantage of that industry. In ad¬ 
dition, several comments noted that the 
proposed change in the calculation of 
imported naphtha costs is inconsistent 
with the procedure used to implement 
exception relief under the entitlements 
program, where the crude oil costs of 
refiners receiving exception relief are 
not excluded from the calculation of the 
entitlement price. These arguments 
against changing the calculation of im¬ 
ported naphtha costs under the regula¬ 
tions have convinced ERA that this par¬ 
ticular change should not be adopted. 

D. MAINLAND IMPORTS 

The proposal also requested specific 
comments as to whether naphtha im¬ 
ported by firms on the mainland for use 
as petrochemical feedstock (but not for 
use as synthetic natural gas feedstock) 
should be included under the entitle¬ 
ments program on the same basis as 
naphtha imported into Puerto Rico for 
that purpose. There was some support 
for granting entitlement benefits for 
mainland imports of naphtha, with one 
firm arguing that the non-integrated 
petrochemical producers on the main¬ 
land are at a competitive disadvantage 
as compared with petrochemical pro¬ 
ducers that are affiliated w f ith petro¬ 
leum refining firms. On the other hand, 
most comments were opposed to such an 
extension of the entitlements program, 
generally on the grounds that the vol¬ 
umes of mainland naphtha imports are 
insignificant and do not place the firms 
involved at enough of a competitive dis¬ 
advantage to justify their inclusion 
under the entitlements program. ERA’S 
conclusion in this regard is in agreement 
with the views of the preponderance of 
firms commenting on this issue, and 
therefore ERA has determined that the 
reliance by mainland petrochemical 
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producers on naphtha imports does not 
appear to be of sufficient magnitude to 
justify further extension of the entitle¬ 
ments program at the present time. 

III. Amendment Adopted 

As indicated above, ERA has carefully 
considered the comments of all persons 
who participated in this rulemaking and 
has concluded that it should amend 
§ 211 . 67 (d) (5) (Ui) to provide that for 
purposes of determining the volume of 
naphthas eligible for entitlement issu¬ 
ances in a particular month, the imputed 
per barrel cost of domestically produced 
naphtha will be calculated by applying 
to the weighted average per barrel cost 
of crude oil for all domestic refiners for 
that month a factor of one hundred eight 
percent (108%>. ERA has determined 
that the revised factor will apply effec¬ 
tive with naphtha imports reported for 
November. 1977. 

Note.— ERA has determined that the Sep¬ 
tember 30 notice of proposed rulemaking 
does not contain a major proposal requiring 
preparation of an Inflationary Impact State¬ 
ment under Executive Order 11821 and OMB 
Circular A-107. 

(Emergency Petroleum Allocation Act of 
1973, Pub. L. 93-159, as amended. Pub. L. 

93- 511, Pub. L. 94-99, Pub. L. 94-133, Pub. L. 

94- 163, and Pub. L. 94-385; Federal Energy 
Administration Act of 1974, Pub. L. 93-275, 
as amended. Pub. L. 94-385; Energy Policy 
and Conservation Act, Pub. L. 94—163, as 
amended. Pub. L. 94-385; E.O. 11790, 39 FR 
23185; Department of Energy Organization 
Act, Pub. L. 95-91; E.O. 12009, 42 FR 46267.) 

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
211 of Chapter II, Title 10 of the Code 
of Federal Regulations, is amended as 
set forth below. 

Issued in Washington, D.C., Novem¬ 
ber 30,1977. 

David J. Bardin, 
Administrator, Economic 
Regulatory Administration. 

Section 211.67 is amended in subpara¬ 
graph (5) (iii) of paragraph (d) to read 
as follows: 

§211.67 Allocation of domestic crude 
oil. 


# ♦ • • • 

(d) Adjustments to volume of crude 
oil runs to stills. 


(5) • • • 

(iii) The volume of naphthas eligible 
for inclusion in the volume of a refiner’s 
crude oil runs to stills for a particular 
month under this subparagraph (5) 
shall be reduced by the application of a 
fraction the denominator of which is 
equal to the entitlement value for a bar¬ 
rel of crude oil included in the volume 
of a refiner's crude oil runs to stills for 
that month (without giving effect to the 
provisions of paragraphs (e) and (d)(4) 
of this section), and the numerator of 
which is equal to the weighted average 
per barrel cost of all naphthas imported 
into Puerto Rico for that month as to 
which entitlement issuances are sought 
less the imputed per barrel cost of do¬ 


mestically produced naphthas for that 
month. For purposes of this subpara¬ 
graph (5) (iii). the imputed per barrel 
cost of domestically produced naphthas 
for a particular month, commencing 
with November, 1977, shall be equal to 
one hundred eight percent (108%) of 
the weighted average per barrel cost of 
all the crude oil receipts for all domestic 
refiners for that month. 

[FR Doc.77-34976 Filed 12-2-77; 1:18 pm] 


[3128-01] 

CHAPTER X—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
(GENERAL PROVISIONS) 

PART 1000—TRANSFER OF PROCEED 
INGS TO THE SECRETARY OF ENERGY 
AND THE FEDERAL ENERGY REGULA- 


Procedures for Natural Gas Import and 
Export Proceedings 

AGENCY: Economic Regulatory Admin¬ 
istration, Department of Energy. 


ACTION: Notice of Procedures for Nat¬ 
ural Gas Import and Export Cases. 


SUMMARY: The purpose of this notice 
is to inform the public of the procedures 
which will be followed by the Economic 
Regulatory Administration (ERA) of the 
Department of Energy (DOE) in natural 
gas import and export proceedings. Un¬ 
til the ERA has sufficient time to pro¬ 
mulgate its own rules and regulations 
the procedures to be followed will be 
those of the former Federal Power Com¬ 
mission contained in Title 18, Code of 
Federal Regulations, Part 1 et seq. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: October 1, 1977. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Finn K. Neilsen, Office of Fuels Regu¬ 
lation, Economic Regulatory Admin¬ 
istration, 2000 M Street NW., Room 
6318, Washington, D.C. 20461, tele¬ 
phone 202-254-9730. 

James K. White. Office of General 
Counsel, 12th and Pennsylvania Ave¬ 
nue NW., Room 5116, Washington. 
D.C. 20461, telephone 202-566-9380. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
This notice applies to natural gas im¬ 
port and export proceedings: (1) For 
which application was first made on or 
after October 1, 1977; (2) that have been 
transferred to ERA following completion 
of certain procedures by the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) 
pursuant to § 1000.1(c)(2) of the Octo¬ 
ber 1. 1977. Final Rule entitled “Trans¬ 
fer of Proceedings to the Secretary of 
Energy and the Federal Energy Regula¬ 
tory Commission" (42 FR 55534, Octo¬ 
ber 17. 1977); and (3) that were trans¬ 
ferred to the Secretary of Energy on Oc¬ 
tober 1, 1977. pursuant to § 1000.1(b) 06) 
(i) of the Final Rule. 

Until further notice, the procedures 
applicable to these proceedings are the 
procedures contained in the Rules and 
Regulations of the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission (FPC), Title 18. Code of Federal 
Regulations, Part 1 et seq. Applications 
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should contain the information required 
by 18 CFR 153. 

All filings in proceedings over which 
the FERC retains temporary jurisdiction 
pursuant to § 1000.1(c)(2) of the Final 
Rule should continue to be submitted to 
the FERC until such time as the period 
for filing briefs on and opposing excep¬ 
tions to the initial decision of the Ad¬ 
ministrative Law Judge has expired. Any 
subsequent filings should be submitted to 
ERA. 

Those FPC proceedings subject to 
§ 1000.1(c) (2) of the Final Rule that 
are still pending at the FERC as of the 
date of this notice, and with respect to 
which filings should continue to be sub¬ 
mitted to the FERC, are: 

(I) Tenneco Atlantic Pipeline Co., et al., 
Docket No. CP77-100. et al. 

(ii) Distrigas of Massachusetts Corp., et al., 
Docket No. CP70-196, et al. 

(ill) Dlstrlgas of Massachusetts Corp., et 
al.. Docket No. CP77-216, et al. 

(iv) Eascogas LNQ, Inc., et al.. Docket No. 
CP73-47, et al. 

The two FPC proceedings covered by 
5 1000.1(c)(2) of the Final Rule that 
have been transferred to the ERA since 
October 1, 1977, and with respect to 
which filings should now be submitted to 
the ERA, are: 

(I) El Paso Eastern Co., et al., Docket No. 
CP77-330, et al. 

(II) Pacific Indonesia LNO Co., et al.. 
Docket No. CP74—160, et al. 

Those natural gas proceedings of the 
FPC that were transferred by g 1000.1 
(b) (16) (i) of the Final Rule to the Sec¬ 
retary of Energy on October 1. 1977. and 
with respect to which all filings should 
now be submitted to the ERA, are: 

(1) Northwest Pipeline Corp., Docket No. 
CP75-340 

(ii) Midwestern Oas Transportation Co., 
Docket No. CP77—458, et al. 

(ill) St. Lawrence Gas Co., Docket No. 
G-17500 

(Iv) Tenneco Inter America Inc., Docket 
No. CP77-561 

All filings (including applications) in 
these proceedings and in new proceed¬ 
ings before ERA and in other proceedings 
which have been transferred to ERA 
should be submitted to: 

Office of Fuels Regulation. Economic Regu¬ 
latory Administration, 2000 M Street NW., 
Room 6318. Washington, D.C. 20461. 

Filings will reference the FPC/FERC 
docket number, if any, and, when an 
ERA docket number is assigned, the ERA 
number will be used as the lead docket 
designation. 

The files of those proceedings trans¬ 
ferred to ERA pursuant to §5 1000.1(b) 
(16) (i) and (c)(2) of the Final Rule 
are sufficiently voluminous to preclude 
duplication for purposes of a public in¬ 
formation copy. Arrangements to exam¬ 
ine and copy the ERA files with regard 
to these proceedings can b£ made 
through: 

Finn K. Nellsen, Office of Fuels Regulation, 
Economic Regulatory Administration, 2000 
M Street NW., Room 6318. Washington. D.C. 
20461. telephone 202-254-9730. 
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The files of natural gas import and ex¬ 
port proceedings first submitted to ERA 
on or after October 1, 1977, are available 
for public inspection and copying at 
ERA, Public Docket Room, Room B-120. 
2000 M Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
Copies of all ERA notices, orders, and 
other official actions will be posted in 
Room B-120 (with copies available to 
the public), and will also be posted and 
available in the Office of Public Infor¬ 
mation. FERC, 825 North Capitol Street 
NE., Washington. D.C. 20426. Business 
hours for the ERA Public Docket Room 
are 1 p.m. to 5 p.m., and for all other 
ERA offices 8 a.m. to 4:30 p.m., Monday 
through Friday, except for official holi¬ 
days. 

Issued in Washington, D.C., November 
30, 1977. 

David J. Bardin, 
Administrator , Economic 
Regulatory Administration. 

[FR Doc.77-34975 Filed 12-2-77; 1:18 pm] 


[8025—01 ] 

Title 13—Business Credit and Assistance 

CHAPTER I—SMALL BUSINESS 
ADMINISTRATION 

PART 118—HANDICAPPED ASSISTANCE 
LOANS 

PART 122—BUSINESS LOANS 
Waiver of Administrative Ceilings 

AGENCY: Small Business Administra¬ 
tion. 

ACTION: Final rule. 

SUMMARY: This rule authorizes SBA, 
in exceptional situations, to waive pre¬ 
viously established administrative limits 
on the dollar amounts of Handicapped 
Assistance Loans and Business Loans. 
These administrative ceilings are a result 
of Pub. L. 94-305 which increased the 
statutory limit on such loans and Con¬ 
gressional intent as reflected in the Con¬ 
ference Report on that law. The intent 
of this rule is that while SBA will con¬ 
tinue to make most of its loans below 
the administrative ceilings, it will have 
the authority in exceptional cases to 
make loans up to the statutory limits. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 7, 1977. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Evelyn Cherry, Chief. Special Projects 
Division. Office of Financing, Small 
Business Administration, 1441 L Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20416, 202- 
653-6696 

SUPPL EMENTAR Y INFORMATION: 
Section 7(a) of the Small Business Act, 
as amended by Pub. L. 94-305. author¬ 
ized SBA to guarantee up to $500,000 on 
a loan and to make direct or immediate 
narticipation loans of uo to $350,000. 
Section 7(h) of the Small Business Act, 
as amended, establishes a $350,000 ceil¬ 
ing on handicapped assistance loans. 

Since Congress intended that loans in 
the amount of the statutory limit should 
be made only in exceptional cases, ad¬ 
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ministrative ceilings were adopted by 
SBA. In the case of handicapped assist¬ 
ance loans, the administrative ceiling is 
$100,000 for a direct loan, and $150,000 
on SBA’s share of an immediate partici¬ 
pation loan. In the case of business loans, 
the administrative ceiling on direct loans 
or on SBA's share of immediate partici¬ 
pation loans is $150,000; and on SBA’s 
share of a guaranteed loan the admin¬ 
istrative limit is $350,000. 

On February 15, 1977, SBA published 
notice of proposed rulemaking (42 FR 
9184) stating that the above mentioned 
ceilings could be waived upon a determi¬ 
nation that the particular loan furthered 
a National. Agency, or Regional program 
objective, and that standards or exam¬ 
ples of such objectives would be pub¬ 
lished from time to time. Since no ad¬ 
verse comment was received, the pro¬ 
posed rules are adopted without change. 
SBA is also publishing a list of eight ex¬ 
amples of National. Agency, or Regional 
program objectives. (See FR Doc. 77- 
34941 appearing elsewhere in this issue.) 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
of section 5 of the Small Business Act, 
as amended. 15 U.S.C. 631 et seq., Title 
13 CFR is amended as follows: 

Section 118.31(a) is amended by 
adding thereto new subparagraphs (2) 
and (3). to read as follows: 

§118.31 Terms and conditions. 

(a) HAL loans shall not be made, 
participated in, or guaranteed if the total 
amount of the Government’s share of 
such assistance to a single borrower at 
any one time exceeds a total outstanding 
of $350,000. The loan limit applies col¬ 
lectively to all HAL-2 loans to business 
entities owned or controlled by affiliated 
ownership and for all HAL-1 loans to the 
specific applicant nonprofit organization. 

(1) The administrative ceiling on a 
direct loan is $100,000, and $150,000 as 
the SBA share of an immediate par¬ 
ticipation loan. Acceptance of such ap¬ 
plications is subject to availability of 
funds. 

(2) The respective administrative 
ceiling on direct loans and on SBA’s 
share of immediate participation loans 
may, in exceptional situations, extend up 
to the statutory $350,000 maximum au¬ 
thorized by section 7(h) of the Small 
Business Act where SBA determines that 
the particular loan furthers a National, 
Agency, or Regional program objective. 

(3) SBA may from time to time here¬ 
after publish in the Federal Register, 
on the basis of developing experience, 
standards or examples illustrating Na¬ 
tional Agency, and Regional objectives. 
SBA will not recognize any such objec¬ 
tive unless it has first been so published. 

• • ♦ • • 
(Catalog of Domestic Assistance Programs, 
No. 59.021, Handicapped Assistance Loans.) 

Section 122.5 is amended by redesig¬ 
nating its present text as paragraph (a) 
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and adding thereto new paragraphs (b) 
and (c). to read as follows: 

§ 122.5 Introduction. 

(a) General. SBA’s exposure of finan¬ 
cial assistance to a borrower, including 
all affiliates, may not exceed $500,000: 
Provided, That no such loan made or ef¬ 
fected either directly or in cooperation 
with banks or other lending institutions 
through agreements to participate on an 
immediate basis shall exceed $350,000. In 
assistance to Group Corporations, SBA’s 
exposure may not exceed $250,000 for 
each small business concern which 
formed and capitalized the Group Cor¬ 
poration. 

(b) Ceiling on loans to a single bor¬ 
rower. The administrative ceiling (1) on 
loans to a single borrower made directly 
or on an immediate participation basis is 
$150,000. and (2) on SBA’s share of guar¬ 
anteed loans to any borrower is $350,000. 
However, in circumstances determined 
by SBA to constitute an exceptional sit¬ 
uation, (3) direct loans and SBA’s share 
of immediate participation loans to a 
borrower may extend to $350,000, and (4) 
SBA’s share of guaranteed loans to a sin¬ 
gle borrower may extend to $500,000. 

(c) Exceptional situations. (1) An ex¬ 
ceptional situation will be deemed to ex¬ 
ist where SBA determines that the par¬ 
ticular loan furthers a National, Agency, 
or Regional program objective. 

(2) Publication in Federal Register. 
SBA may from time to time hereafter 
publish in the Federal Register, on the 
basis of developing experience, standards 
or examples illustrating National, 
Agency, and Regional objectives. SBA 
will not recognize any such objective un¬ 
til it has first been so published. 

(Catalog of Domestic Assistance Programs, 
No. 69.012, Small Business Loans.) 

Dated: November 25, 1977. 

A. Vernon Weaver, 
Administrator. 

IFR Doc.77-34940 Filed 12-6-77;8:45 am) 


[6320-01 ] 

Title 14—Aeronautics and Space 

CHAPTER II—CIVIL AERONAUTICS 
BOARD 

SUBCHAPTER E—ORGANIZATION REGULATIONS 

(Reg. OR-124, Arndt. 66] 

PART 385—DELEGATIONS AND REVIEW 
OF ACTION UNDER DELEGATION: NON- 
HEARING MATTERS 

Grant of Delegated Authority to Director, 
Bureau of Fares and Rates 

AGENCY: Civil Aeronautics Board. 
ACTION: Final Rule. 

SUMMARY: This rule delegates author¬ 
ity to the Director, Bureau of Fares and 
Rates (BFR), to approve or deny appli¬ 
cations by air carriers for loans or other 
financial aid from agencies of the United 
States, and to make recommendations 
requested by any Federal agency with 


respect to such applications. The rule is 
being adopted at the initiative of the 
Board in order to expedite action on 
these matters. 

DATES: Effective: December 1, 1977. 
Adopted: December 1, 1977. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Stephen Babcock, Office of the General 
Counsel, Civil Aeronautics Board, 1825 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20428, 202-673-5442. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Section 410 of the Act authorizes the 
Board to approve or disapprove, in whole 
or in part, applications for loans or other 
financial aid from any agency of the 
United States to, or for the benefit of. 
any air carrier. This section also requires 
the Secretary of Transportation to con¬ 
sult with and consider the views and rec¬ 
ommendations of the Board in acting on 
equipment loan guarantees. These appli¬ 
cations are reviewed by the staff to de¬ 
termine the impact of the purchase of 
the aircraft or other property for which 
the loan is obtained on the carrier’s sys¬ 
tem operations. The criteria for these 
evalutions have been developed by the 
Board over the years, making the review 
and preparation of recommendations by 
the staff fairly routine. In view of this, 
we have decided to delegate the author¬ 
ity to act on these requests to the Di¬ 
rector, BFR. 

Since these amendments are of an ad¬ 
ministrative nature, affecting rules of 
agency organization and procedure, the 
Board finds that notice and public pro¬ 
cedure are unnecessary, and that the 
rules may become effective immediately. 

Accordingly, the Board amends Part 
385 of its Organization Regulations (14 
CFR Part 385) as follows: 

1. Amend the Table of Contents. Sub¬ 
part B, by redesignating existing § 385.14 
as § 385.14a, and by adding a new § 385.- 
14, identified as follows: 

Subpart B—Delegation of Functions to Staff 
Members 


Sec. 

385.14 Delegation to the Director. Bureau 
of Fares and Rates. 

385.14a Delegation to the Chief, Passenger 
and Cargo Rates Division, Bureau 
of Fares and Rates. 

• • • • • 

2. Redesignate § 385.14 as § 385.14a. 
§ 385.14 [Redesignated as § 385.14a] 

3. Add a new § 385.14 to read as follows: 

§ 385.14 Delegation to the Director, Bu¬ 
reau of Fares and Rates. 

The Board delegates to the Director, 
Bureau of Fares and Rates, its authority, 
under section 410 of the Act, to approve 
or disapprove in whole or in part, or to 
make recommendations requested by any 
Federal agency with respect to, applica¬ 
tions by air carriers for loans and other 
financial aid. 


(Sec. 204(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958, as 
amended. 72 Stat. 743, (49 U.S.C. 1324); Re¬ 
organization Plan No. 3 of 1961, 75 Stat. 837, 
26 FR 5989, 49 U.S.C. 1324 (note).) 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

Phyllis T. Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.77-34930 Filed 12-6-77:8:45 am) 


[1505-01] 

Title 16—Commercial Practices 

CHAPTER I—FEDERAL TRADE 
COMMISSION 

SUBCHAPTER A—ORGANIZATION, PROCEDURES 
AND RULES OF PRACTICE 

PART 1—GENERAL PROCEDURES 

Subpart B—Rules and Rulemaking Under 
Sec. 18(a)(1)(B) of the FTC Act as 
Amended by Pub. L. 93-637 

Trade Regulation Rulemaking 
Procedures 

Correction 

In FR Doc. 77-34101, appearing at page 
60561 in the issue of Monday, November 
28, 1977, the sixth line of column two on 
page 60562 should read, “staff have the 
responsibility of seeing that a”. 


[6750-01 ] 

(Docket C-29091 

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE PRAC 
TICES, AND AFFIRMATIVE CORRECTIVE 
ACTIONS 

Minnesota State Medical Association, et al. 
AGENCY: Federal Trade Commission. 
ACTION: Order to cease and desist. 

SUMMARY: In settlement of alleged 
violations of Federal law prohibiting un¬ 
fair acts and practices and unfair 
methods of competition, this consent 
order, among other things, requires a St. 
Paul, Minn., medical association and its 
component societies, to cease publishing, 
distributing or contributing to the de¬ 
velopment of relative value scales and 
monetary conversion factors which tend 
to establish prices or otherwise influence 
fees for medical and surgical services. 
Further, respondents are required to 
withdraw such material which has al¬ 
ready been published or circulated, and 
to send copies of the complaint and order 
to their member societies. 

DATES: Complaint and order issued 
October 31, 1977 1 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Owen M. Johnson. Jr., Director. Bu¬ 
reau of Competition, Federal Trade 
Commission. 6th and Pennsylvania 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 20580, 
202-523-3601. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
On Thursday, April 21, 1977, there was 


1 Copies of the Complaint and the Decision 
and Order filed with the original document. 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 42, NO. 235—WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 7, 1977 









published in the Federal Register 42 FR 
20669 a proposed consent agreement with 
analysis In the Matter of Minnesota 
State Medical Association, a corporation; 
and Clay-Becker County Medical So¬ 
ciety. The Freeborn County Medical So¬ 
ciety, Headwaters Medical Society, Hen¬ 
nepin County Medical Society. McLeod 
County Medical Society. Minnesota 
Southwestern Medical Society (d.b.a. 
Blue Earth County Medical Society), 
Ramsey County Medical Society. Scott- 
Carver Countv Medical Society. Steams- 
Benton County Medical Society, Steele 
County Medical Society. Upper Missis¬ 
sippi Medical Society, Wabasha County 
Medical Society, Winona County Medi¬ 
cal Society. Inc., corporations; and Blue 
Earth Valley Medical Society, Brown 
County Medical Society, Camp Release 
District Medical Society, East Central 
Minnesota Medical Society, Goodhue 
County Medical Society, Lyon-Lincoln 
County Medical Society, Mid Minnesota 
Medical Society, Mower County Medi¬ 
cal Society. Nicollet-Le Sueur County 
Medical Societv, Park Region District 
and County Medical Society, Range 
Medical Society, Red River Valley Medi¬ 
cal Society. Rice County Medical Society, 
St. Louis Countv Medical Society. Sib¬ 
ley County Medical Society, Southwest¬ 
ern Minnesota Medical Societv, Wakota 
Medical Society, Waseca Countv Medical 
Society, West Central Medical Society. 
Wright County Medical Society. Zumbro 
Valley Medical Society, unincorporated 
associations, for the purpose of solicit¬ 
ing public comment. Interested parties 
were given sixty (60) days in which to 
submit comments, suggestions, or objec¬ 
tions regarding the proposed form of 
order. 

Comments were received and con¬ 
sidered by the Commission. 

The Commission has ordered the issu¬ 
ance of the complaint in the form con¬ 
templated by the agreement, made its 
jurisdictional findings and entered its 
order to cease and desist, as set forth in 
the proposed consent agreement, in dis¬ 
position of this proceeding. 

The prohibited trade practices and/or 
corrective actions, as codified under 16 
CFR 13, are as follows: 

Subpart—Aiding. Assisting and Abetting 
Unfair or Unlawful Act or Practice: 5 13.290 
Aiding, assisting and abetting unfair or un¬ 
lawful act or practice. Subpart—Combining 
or Conspiring: § 13.430 To enhance, main¬ 
tain or unify prices. Subpart—Corrective 
Actions and/or Requirements: § 13.633 Cor¬ 
rective actions and/or requirements: 13.533- 
53 Recall of merchandise, advertising mate¬ 
rial, etc. 

(Sec. 6. 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interprets 
or applies sec. 5. 38 Stat. 719, as amended: 
15 US.C. 45.) 

^Carol M. Thomas, 
Secretary. 

|FR Doc.77-34902 Filed 12-6-77;8:45 am] 
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[6355-01] 

CHAPTER II—CONSUMER PRODUCT 
SAFETY COMMISSION 

PART 1201—SAFETY STANDARD FOR 
ARCHITECTURAL GLAZING MATERIALS 

Amendment of Effective Date of Standard 

AGENCY: Consumer Product Safety 
Commission. 

ACTION: Amendment to rule. 

SUMMARY: The Commission amends 
the Safety Standard for Architectural 
Glazing Materials to extend the effec¬ 
tive date as it applies to fabricators, dis¬ 
tributors and retailers of laminated glass 
used in Category II products. This 
amendment allows fabricators, distribu¬ 
tors and retailers to incorporate lami¬ 
nated glass manufactured between July 6, 
1977 and December 3, 1977 that conforms 
to ANSI Z97.1-72 or 1975 and is so labeled 
or certified, into the architectural prod¬ 
ucts subject to the standard, and to dis¬ 
tribute and sell such glazing material and 
products incorporating this glazing ma¬ 
terial through July 5.1978. 

DATES: The amendment is effective De¬ 
cember 4,1977. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Harry Cohen, Office of Program Man¬ 
agement. Consumer Product Safety 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20207, 
telephone 301-492-6453. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
On January 6, 1977, the Consumer Prod¬ 
uct Safety Commission promulgated a 
standard for architectural glazing mate¬ 
rials (16 CFR Part 1201) designed to 
eliminate or reduce the unreasonable 
risks of injury associated with architec¬ 
tural glazing materials (42 FR 1428). 
The standard is designed to insure that 
the glazing materials used in certain 
architectural products either do not 
break when impacted with a specified 
energy, or break with such characteris¬ 
tics that they are less likely than other 
glazing materials to present an unrea¬ 
sonable risk of injury. The standard with 
a few exceptions became effective on 
July 6. 1977. 

On June 27. 1977. the Lamina tors 
Safety Glass Association (LSGA) filed 
with the Commission, among other doc¬ 
uments, a petition to stay the effective 
date of the architectural glazing stand¬ 
ard as it applied to laminated glass. 
LSGA alleged in its petition that lam¬ 
inated glass used in Category n products 
may not meet the requirements of the 
standard. It submitted preliminary test 
data in support of its petition. LSGA 
also submitted a petition under section 
10 of the Consumer Product Safety Act, 
15 U.S.C. 2059, requesting in part that 
the standard be amended to exclude lam¬ 
inated glass. Copies of the petition to 
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stay the standard and petition to amend 
the standard (CP 77-16) are available for 
review in the Office of the Secretary, 
1111 18th Street, NW„ Third Floor, 
Washington, D.C. 20207. 

The Commission, in view of the alle¬ 
gations of LSGA, which if correct could 
have had a significant adverse economic 
effect on the laminated glass industry 
and on consumers' ability to obtain re¬ 
placement glazing, on July 28. 1977 
granted a temporary stay of the standard 
as it applies to laminated glass used in 
Category II products when such glazing 
complies with American National Stand¬ 
ards Institute Standard, “Performance 
Specifications and Methods of Test for 
Safety Glazing Material used in Build¬ 
ings." 1975. ANSI Z97.1-75. The stay ap¬ 
plied for a period of 150 days beginning 
on the effective date of the standard. 
July 6, 1977 and ending December 3, 
1977. The purpose of the stay was to al¬ 
low LSGA to complete its testing of lam¬ 
inated glass. 

On October 28. 1977. LSGA advised 
the Commission that based on its com¬ 
prehensive testing, laminated glass could 
comply with the Commission’s architec¬ 
tural glazing standard. Accordingly. 
LSGA withdrew its petition to amend 
the standard as it applied to laminated 
glass. 

LSGA also requested that the Commis¬ 
sion allow the sale and distribution of 
laminated glass manufactured between 
July 6, 1977 and December 3, 1977 in ac¬ 
cordance with the provisions of the stay 
order, through July 6. 1978. (The July 6. 
1978 date coincides with a previous ex¬ 
tension of the effective date of the stand¬ 
ard issued by the Commission for glazing 
manufactured prior to July 6, 1977 that 
complies with ANSI Z97.1-72 or 75. (42 
FR 31165, June 20, 1977.) The purpose of 
the previous extension was to ensure that 
glazing materials would be available for 
consumer use and to allow existing in¬ 
ventories of glazing to be depleted. (42 
FR 31165. June 20. 1977)). The National 
Glass Dealers Association (NGDA). in a 
petition (CP 78-6) filed with the Com¬ 
mission November 4, 1977 requested that 
the effective date of the standard for the 
distribution and sale of laminated glass 
be extended until December 2. 1978. 

In the instant case. LSGA points out 
that it is likely that laminated glass dis¬ 
tributors and dealers will not have lami¬ 
nated glass in stock on December 4 (the 
expiration of the Commission ordered 
stay) that is certified to comply with the 
Commission’s glazing standard. In addi¬ 
tion, it points out that distributors and 
dealers will likely have in stock poten¬ 
tially useless inventories of laminated 
glass manufactured during the period 
of the stay. NGDA makes essentially the 
same points. 

In view of the foregoing, the Commis¬ 
sion believes that if an extension of the 
effective date for laminated glass in 
Category II products is not made, fabri- 
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cators, distributors and retailers might 
not have available laminated glass for 
use in Category II products certified as 
meeting the Commission's standard. This 
could lead to shortages of these architec¬ 
tural products at the consumer level. In 
addition, fabricators, distributors and 
retailers would likely be left with inven¬ 
tories of laminated glass manufactured 
between July 6. 1977 and December 3, 
1977 for use in Category n products that 
potentially could no longer be used in 
these products. Unless laminated glass 
manufactured between July 6, 1977 and 
December 3, 1977 are certified for use in 
Category I products, they also could not 
be used in those products. 

The amendment to the effective date 
for laminated glass used in Category II 
products does not affect persons who 
manufacture laminated glass. Effective 
December 4. 1977, the date the stay ex¬ 
pires, those persons must manufacture 
laminated glass for use in the architec¬ 
tural products subject to the standard in 
conformance with the Commission’s 
glazing standard and such glazing must 
be certified, in accordance with section 
14(a) of the CPSA. that it conforms to 
the Commission’s standard. 

In view of the foregoing, the Commis¬ 
sion believes it is appropriate to allow 
laminated glass manufactured during 
the period of the stay to be used in 
architectural products subject to the 
standard for a reasonable period of time. 
The Commission believes the period of 
time suggested by LSGA, through July 
5. 1978, is reasonable. In its previous ex¬ 
tension of the effective date, the Com¬ 
mission provided a one year extension 
for all types of glazing. Information 
available to the Commission at that time 
indicated that, except for tempered 
glass, most other inventories of glazing 
could be depleted in 6 months. There is 
no indication that market conditions 
have changed such that a significantly 
longer period than 6 months is necessary 
for distributors and retailers to deplete 
inventories. 

The extension to July 5 also has the 
advantage of coinciding with the previ¬ 
ously granted extension of the effective 
date for glazing material manufactured 
prior to July 6, 1977 that complies with 
ANSI Z97.1. Moreover, because lami¬ 
nated glass can be cut, it can be used in 
products other than those subject to the 
standard. 

While NGDA sought a one year exten¬ 
sion in the effective date, it provided no 
information to justify a one year exten¬ 
sion. In view of the foregoing informa¬ 
tion, the Commission partially grants 
NGDA’s request to extend the effective 
date of the standard by extending it to 
July 6, 1978 rather than to December 2, 
1978, as requested. 

The Commission finds that the 
amendment to the effective date of the 
standard for the distribution and sale 
of laminated glass manufactured during 
the period of the stay for use in Cate¬ 
gory n products must be issued by De¬ 
cember 4, 1977 in order to ensure that 


laminated glass will be available for use 
in Category II products. Accordingly, the 
Commission finds, in accordance with 5 
U.S.C. 553(b)(3)(B), that it would be 
contrary to the public interest to pub¬ 
lish general notice of the amendment for 
comment. For the same reason, and be¬ 
cause the amendment relieves a re¬ 
striction, the Commission finds in ac¬ 
cordance with 5 U.S.C. 553 (d)(1) and 
(3), that it is in the public interest to 
make the amendments effective Decem¬ 
ber 4. 1977. 

The Commission concludes that the 
standard should be amended as set forth 
below. Therefore, pursuant to provisions 
of the Consumer Product Safety Act (sec. 
9(e>), Pub. L. 92-573, 86 Stat. 1215; 15 
U.S.C. 2058(e); and 5 U.S.C. 553. the 
Commission amends the Safety Standard 
for Architectural Glazing Materials by 
adding a new § 1201.2 (d) and (e) to read 
as follows: 

§ 1201.2 Definitions. 

• • • • • 

(d) Laminated Glass manufactured on 
or after July 6,1977 through December 3, 
1977 may be incorporated into Category 
n products as defined in § 1201.2(a) (4) 
through July 5, 1978 if 

(1) The laminated glass conforms to 
ANSI Z97.1-1972 or 1975; and 

(2) The laminated glass is perma¬ 
nently labeled to indicate that it con¬ 
forms to ANSI Z97.1-1972 or 1975 or is 
accompanied by a certificate in accord¬ 
ance with section 14(a) of the CPSA cer¬ 
tifying conformance to ANSI Z97.1-1972 
or 1975. 

(e) Architectural products identified in 
8 1201.2(a)(4) manufactured between 
July 6, 1977 and December 3, 1977 incor¬ 
porating laminated glass in accordance 
with § 1201.7(d) may be distributed and 
sold without restriction. 

Dated: December 2, 1977. 

Richard E. Rapps. 

Secretary , Consumer 
Product Safety Commission. 

[FR Doc.77-35042 Filed 12-6-77:8:45 am) 


[4810-22] 

Title 19—Customs Duties 

CHAPTER I—UNITED STATES CUSTOMS 
SERVICE, DEPARTMENT OF THE TREAS¬ 
URY 

[T.D. 77-285] 

PART 101—GENERAL PROVISIONS 
Ports of Entry; Nogales, Ariz. 

AGENCY: United States Customs Serv¬ 
ice, Department of the Treasury. 

ACTION: Final rule. 

SUMMARY: This document announces 
the extension of the port limits of the 
Customs port of entry at Nogales, Ari¬ 
zona, in the Nogales. Arizona, Customs 
district (Region VTI). This extension 
will provide better Customs service to 
carriers, importers, and the public in the 
Nogale, Arizona, area. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: This extension will 
become effective on January 6, 1978. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Robert Schenarts, Operations Officer, 
Inspection and Control Division, U.S. 
Customs Service. 1301 Constitution 
Avenue. NW . Washington, D.C. 20229, 
202-566-8151 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Background 

On February 3. 1977, a notice of a 
proposal to extend the port limits of the 
Customs port of entry at Nogales, Ari¬ 
zona, in the Nogales, Arizona. Customs 
district (Region VII) was published in 
the Federal Register (42 FR 6609). 
Under the proposal the existing port 
limits of Nogales would be extended to 
include additional areas in Santa Cruz 
County. Arizona. The public was invited 
to comment on the proposal, but no com¬ 
ments were received. 

Accordingly, by virtue of the authority 
vested in the President by section 1 of 
the Act of August 1, 1914, 38 Stat. 623, as 
amended (19 U.S.C. 2), and delegated to 
the Secretary of the Treasury by Execu¬ 
tive Order No. 10289. September 17, 1951 
(3 CFR, 1949-1953 Comp.. Ch. II). and 
pursuant to authority provided by 
Treasury Department Order No. 190, 
Rev. 14 (42 FR 35239), the port limits of 
Nogales, Arizona, in the Nogales, Ari¬ 
zona, Customs district (Region VII), are 
extended. As extended, the boundaries 
of the port of Nogales, Arizona, will in¬ 
clude the area in Santa Cruz County. 
Arizona, described as follows: 

Sections 1, 12. 13. 24. 25. and 36 of Town- 
ehip 23 South. Range 13 East. Gila and Salt 
River Base and Meridian. 

Sections 7. 18. 19. 30. 31, 32. 33 and Sec¬ 
tion 6 (excepting that part of section 6 
designated as Lots 1. 2. 3. 4. 5. 6. 7. and 8) of 
Township 23 South. Range 14 East. Gila and 
Salt River Base and Meridian. 

Sections 4. 5. 6. 7, 8. 9. 16, 17. 18. 19, 20. 
and 21 of Township 24 South. Range 14 East. 
Gila and Salt River Base and Meridian. 

Sections 1, 12, 13, and 24 of Township 24 
South, Range 13 East. Gila and Salt River 
Base and Meridian. 

Amendment to Customs Regulations 

In order to reflect this change, the 
table in section 101.3(b) of the Customs 
Regulations (19 CFR 101.3(b)) is 
amended by deleting the language “in¬ 
cluding the territory described in T.D. 
71-196.” which appears after “NO¬ 
GALES” in the column headed “Ports of 
entry” in the Nogales, Arizona, Customs 
district (Region VII) and adding in lieu 
thereof the language “including the 
territory described in T.D. 77-285.” 

(Sec. 1, 37 Stat. 434, sec. 1. 38 Stat. 623, as 
amended (19 U.S.C. 1. 2).) 

Drafting Information 
The principal author of this document 
was Suellen M. Ferguson, Regulations 
and Legal Publications Division of the 
Office of Regulations and Rulings, U.S. 
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Customs Service. However, personnel 
from other Customs offices participated 
in its development, both on matters of 
substance and style. 

Dated; November 28, 1977. 

Bette B. Anderson, 

Under Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

(FR Doc.77-35008 Filed 12-8-77;8:45 am] 


[ 6820-24 ] 

Title 41—Public Contracts and Property 
Management 

CHAPTER 101—FEDERAL PROPERTY 
MANAGEMENT REGULATIONS 

SUBCHAPTER E—SUPPLY AND PROCUREMENT 

fFPMR Arndt. E-212) 

PART 101-27—INVENTORY 
MANAGEMENT 

Subpart 101-27.2—Management of Shelf- 
Life Materials Marking Material to Show 
Extended Shelf Life 

AGENCY: General Services Administra¬ 
tion. 

ACTION : Final rule. 

SUMMARY: This regulation eliminates 
the requirement for marking inspection 
data on intermediate containers of ma¬ 
terial on which the shelf life has been 
extended. In the future, inspection data 
is required to be marked only on ex¬ 
terior containers. This regulation has 
been developed because placing inspec¬ 
tion data on both intermediate and ex* 
terior containers is not essential to effec¬ 
tively control shelf-life items and 
requires manpower that in many in¬ 
stances is not available. The effect of this 
regulation will be to reduce the time 
spent in marking data on containers of 
shelf-life material. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 7, 1977. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. John I. Tait, Director, Regulations 
and Management Control Division, 
Office of the Executive Director, Fed¬ 
eral Supply Service, General Services 
Administration. Washington, D.C. 
20406, 703-557-1914. 

Section 101-27.207-3 is revised to read 
as follows: 

§ 101—27.207—3 Marking material to 
show extended shelf life. 

When the shelf-life period of type II 
material (except for critical end-use 
items as described below) is extended, 
only the exterior containers of bulk 
stocks need be annotated or labeled to 
indicate the date of inspection and date 
material is to be reinspected. Individual 
units of issue not classified as having a 
critical end-use application are not re¬ 
quired to be annotated or labeled as long 
as controls are established to preclude 
issuance of unserviceable material to a 
user. (A critical end-use item is any item 
which is essential to the preservation of 
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life in emergencies; e.g., parachutes, 
marine life preservers, and certain drug 
products, or any item which is essential 
to the performance of a major system; 
e.g., aircraft, the failure of which would 
cause damage to the system or endanger 
personnel.) At the time of shipment, the 
date of inspection and date for reinspec¬ 
tion shall be affixed by label or marked 
by other means on each unit of issue of 
type n items having a critical end-use 
application. 

(See. 205(c), 63 Stat. 390; 40 U.S.C. 486(c).) 

Note.— The General Services Administra¬ 
tion has determined that this document does 
not contain a major proposal requiring 
preparation of an Inflation Impact State¬ 
ment under Executive Order 11821 and OMB 
Circular A-107. 

Dated: November 29, 1977. 

Jay Solomon, 
Administrator of 
General Services. 
[FR Doc.77-35006 Filed 12-6-77;8:45 amj 

[ 6820-27] 

CHAPTER 105—GENERAL SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

PART 105-61—PUBLIC USE OF RECORDS, 
DONATED HISTORICAL MATERIALS, 
AND FACILITIES IN THE NATIONAL 
ARCHIVES AND RECORDS SERVICE 

Subpart l05-6i.52—Fees 

Fees for Reproduction Services: 
Location of Records and Hours of Use 

AGENCY: General Services Administra¬ 
tion, National Archives and Records 
Service (NARS). 

ACTION: Final rule. 

SUMMARY: This rule revises the fee 
schedule for reproduction services estab¬ 
lished by the National Archives and Rec¬ 
ords Service (NARS) based on a detailed 
study conducted by NARS of all of the 
costs involved in producing reproduc¬ 
tions. Any increase in fees will allow 
NARS to recover increases in the costs of 
materials, labor, and postage. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 1, 1977. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Ross Buffington. Planning and Anal¬ 
ysis Division, Office of the Executive 
Director, National Archives and Rec¬ 
ords Service, General Services Admin¬ 
istration (NAA), Washington, D.C. 
20408. 202-523-3214. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
On October 25. 1977, there was published 
in the Federal Register (42 FR 56345) 
a notice of proposed rulemaking with 
proposed revisions to the schedule of fees 
for reproduction services. Interested per¬ 
sons were given 30 days in which to sub¬ 
mit comments regarding the proposed 
regulations. 

The comments received from members 
of the public questioned the proposed 
increases in fees for reproductions of cer¬ 


61861 

tain archival materials. Prior to revising 
the fee schedule, the National Archives 
and Records Service (NARS) conducted 
a detailed study of all of the costs in¬ 
volved in producing reproductions. As a 
result of this study, all fees were set at 
the minimum level which would allow 
NARS to recover increases in the costs of 
materials, labor, and postage. 

An editorial correction is made as 
follows: 

§ 105—61.5208 Effective date. 

The fees in § 105-61.5206 are effective 
beginning December 1, 1977, and ending 
on September 30, 1978. Orders received 
after September 30. 1978 will be subject 
to the fees in effect at that time. 

(Sec. 205(c). 63 Stat. 390; (40 U.S.C. 486(c)); 
41 CFR 105-81.000-2) 

Note.— The General Services Administra¬ 
tion has determined that this document does 
not contain a major proposal requiring prep¬ 
aration of an Inflation Impact Statement 
under Executive Order 11821 and OMB Cir¬ 
cular A-107. 

Dated: November 28,1977. 

James E. O'Neill, 

Acting Archivist 
of the United States. 

[FR Doc.77-35018 Filed 12-8-77;8:45 am| 


[1505-01] 

Title 42—Public Health 

CHAPTER I—PUBLIC HEALTH SERIVCE, 
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH. EDUCATION, 
AND WELFARE 

PART 36—INDIAN HEALTH 

Subpart J—Indian Health Care 
Improvement Act Programs 

Correction 

In FR Doc. 77-33119 appearing at page 
59643 in the issue for Friday, November 
18, 1977, in § 36.351(b) (2) on page 59652. 
paragraph (i) now heading “(i) 1,000 or 
more;" should have read “(i) 9,000 or 
more;**. 


[1505-01] 

Title 45—Public Welfare 

CHAPTER X—COMMUNITY SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

[CSA Instruction 6910-lb J 

PART 1069—GRANTEE PERSONNEL 
MANAGEMENT 

Subpart—Travel Regulations for CSA 
Grantees and Delegate Agencies 

Correction 

In FR Doc. 77-33458. appearing at 
page 59504 in the issue of Friday, No¬ 
vember 18, 1977, make the following 
changes in the first column of page 
59505: 

1. The title following the signature 
should read, ‘‘Acting Director". 

2. Both subpart headings should read. 
‘'Subpart—Travel Regulations for CSA 
Grantees and Delegate Agencies". 
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[ 6712-01 ] 

Title 47—Telecommunication 

CHAPTER I—FEDERAL 
COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 

[FCC 77-795 ] 

PART 73— RADIO BROADCAST 
SERVICES 

Power Maintenance for AM, FM and TV 
Broadcast Stations 

AGENCY: Federal Communications 

Commission. 

ACTION: Order. 

SUMMARY: The Order was issued to 
clarify the intent of the rules concerning 
transmitter power maintenance require¬ 
ments for AM, FM, and TV broadcast 
stations. Additionally, the intent of the 
rules which prescribe maintenance of an¬ 
tenna current ratios for AM stations 
with directional antenna systems was 
clarified.' All of the effected rules now 
have greater specificity. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 12. 1977. 

ADDRESSES: Federal Communications 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Stanley Schmulewitz, Broadcast Bu¬ 
reau, 202-632-9660. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Order 

Adopted: November 22, 1977. 

Released: December 2,1977. 

In the matter of amendment of 
§§ 73.51, 73.52, 73.267. 73.567 and 73.689 
of the Commission's rules and regula¬ 
tions with respect to power maintenance. 

1. The Commission herein takes action 
to clarify the intent of §§ 73.51, 73.52, 
73.267, 73.567 and 73.689 of the rules. 
Sections 73.52(a). 73.267(b), 73.567(b). 
and 73.689(b) speak of maintenance of 
the “actual” antenna input power or 
transmitter operating power within spe¬ 
cified limits but in point of fact there is 
no practical way to measure the “actual” 
power. This has given rise to the practice 
of using indicating instruments to show 
that the station is maintaining the indi¬ 
cated or calculated power within these 
limits. The intent of the change we are 
making is to remove the confusion and 
apparent conflict between the “actual” 
and the indicated values. Action is also 
taken herein to amend § 73.52(b) of the 
rules to clarify the intent of the rule to 
specify that the “indicated” relative 
amplitudes of the antenna currents are to 
be maintained within 5 percent of the ra¬ 
tios specified in the station authorization. 

2. It has long been Commission and 
industry practice to accept indicated or 
calculated power as the actual transmit¬ 
ter output or operating power as long as 
the determinations of power are made in 
accordance with established Commission 
procedures with indicating instruments 
meeting minimum specifications. An ex¬ 


ample of early acceptance of this prac¬ 
tice is illustrated by § 3.54 of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules dated June 25,1940, which 
stated: 

The antenna input power determined by 
direct measurement is the square of the an¬ 
tenna current times the antenna resistance 
at the point where the current is measured 
and at the operating frequency. Direct meas¬ 
urement of the antenna input power will be 
accepted as the operating power of the sta¬ 
tion. provided the data on the antenna re¬ 
sistance measurements are submitted under 
oath giving detailed description of the 
method used and the data taken. The an¬ 
tenna current shall be measured by an am¬ 
meter of accepted accuracy • • * *. 

However, since current language con¬ 
tained in § 73.52(a) of the rules specifier 
that the “actual” antenna input power 
of each station shall be maintained as 
near as practicable to the authorized 
antenna input power, this accepted 
practice was challenged in the United 
States District Court of the Eastern Dis¬ 
trict of Virginia (“United States of 
America v. Rust Communications Group, 
Inc./’ Civil Action No. 75-0624-R), by 
the licensee of Radio Station WNRL, 
Richmond, Virginia. This challenge fol¬ 
lowed action by the Commission to re¬ 
cover a forfeiture assessed against Rust 
Communications Group for alleged re¬ 
peated violation of § 73.52(a) of the 
Commission’s rules by operating with ex¬ 
cessive power on seven occasions in 1972. 

3. The Court ruled against the Com¬ 
mission and, in so doing, noted what it 
saw as the inconsistency of the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules pertaining to maintenance of 
"actual” power and § 73.39 (now §§ 73.- 
1215) and 73.67 (which specifies the 
accuracy of the instruments used in de¬ 
termining power), which allow for 
instrument error. In effect, the licensee 
used this margin of error to operate with 
values above that permitted but success¬ 
fully argued to the Court that using this 
margin of error, its operation was within 
the rule’s tolerance. Our Intent in this 
rule is not to permit this mode of opera¬ 
tion. Rather, we intended to require the 
station to operate with the meters show¬ 
ing values within the accepted range. We 
recognized that the “actual” value could 
exceed that shown, but that could not 
be avoided. 

4. As a result of the Court’s decision, 
§ 73.52(a) is being rewritten with greater 
specificity to recognize the long accepted 
intent and practice in maintaining an¬ 
tenna input power. Concurrently, we are 
amending the power maintenance rules 
for other broadcasting services which are 
contained in Part 73 of the rules to pro¬ 
vide similarly greater specificity. 

5. FCC rules specify procedures for de¬ 
termining antenna input power for AM 
stations and operating power for FM and 
TV stations. These determinations are 
made by either the direct method or the 
indirect method as appropriate. The 
direct method for AM stations involves 
taking the product of the antenna re¬ 
sistance at the operating frequency and 
the square of the unmodulated antenna 
current measured at the point where the 


antenna resistance has been determined. 1 
The direct method of FM and TV sta¬ 
tions involves calibrating a transmission 
line meter by measurement of the power 
at the output terminal of the transmitter 
while operating into a dummy load of 
substantially zero reactance and a re¬ 
sistance equal to the transmission line 
characteristic impedance/ The indirect 
method for AM, FM and TV stations in¬ 
volves taking the product of the final 
radio stage plate voltage, the final stage 
plate current and the efficiency factor. 3 

6. Procedures for determining power 
by the direct method for FM and TV sta¬ 
tions require the use of electrical or tem¬ 
perature and coolant flow indicating 
devices with an accuracy of 5 or 4 per¬ 
cent respectively. All other measure¬ 
ments require the use of indicating in¬ 
struments which must be accurate to 
within 2 percent of the full scale read¬ 
ing in accordance with § 73.1215 of the 
rules. The accuracy of all determina¬ 
tions can also be affected by reading er¬ 
rors, changes in antenna resistance and 
efficiency factor, etc. 

7. Our standard practice of accepting 
as “actual,” the power determined by the 
methods described above is both realistic 
and practicable. To do otherwise would 
require corrections for permissible errors 
in indicating instruments, scale reading, 
antenna resistance, etc. In many in¬ 
stances, calibration errors in remote 
meters would have to be considered as 
well. 

8. Additionally, § 73.52(b) specifies 
that each station employing a directional 
antenna shall maintain the relative am¬ 
plitudes of the antenna currents in the 
elements of its array within 5 percent 
(unless more stringent limits are speci¬ 
fied) of ratios specified in its license or 
other instrument of authorization. Also 
in this instance the variations of indi¬ 
cating instruments within permitted 
tolerances will affect the result. 

9. The intent of the rules is to re¬ 
quire maintenance of power and an¬ 
tenna current ratios as near as practi¬ 
cal to authorized values, within specified 
limits, as determined by designated pro¬ 
cedures utilizing instruments of specified 
minimum accuracies. It is the responsi¬ 
bility of the licensee to insure that the 
accuracies of these instruments comply 
with minimum standards in order that 
the power and antenna current ratios 
determined will be as close to the actual 
values as is practicable. Whenever the 
accuracy or reliability of any indicating 
instrument is suspected, the licensee is 
obligated to have that instrument 
promptly calibrated, repaired, or re¬ 
placed: during the interim, the licensee 
is also obligated to use prescribed alter¬ 
native procedures for determining and 
maintaining operating power. Accord¬ 
ingly, the rules are being modified as set 


1 FCC rules and regulations 5 73.51. 

* FCC rules and regulations 5$ 73.267(a), 
73.567(a) and 73.689(a). 

a FCC rules and regulations §5 73.51, 73.- 
267(a), 73.567(a) and 73.689(a). 
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forth in the attached Appendix to 
specify use of “indicated” values for de¬ 
termining power and antenna current 

ratios. 

10. We conclude that, for the reasons 
set forth above, adoption of these 
amendments will serve the public in¬ 
terest. Prior notice of rulemaking and 
public procedure thereon are unneces¬ 
sary. pursuant to the Administrative 
Procedure and Judicial Review Act pro¬ 
visions of 5 U.S.C. 553(b)(3)(B). inas¬ 
much as these amendments, clarifying 
in nature, impose no additional burdens 
and raise no issue upon which additional 
comments would serve any useful pur¬ 
pose. 

11. Therefore, it is ordered , That pur¬ 
suant to Sections 4(i) and 303 (j) and 
<n of the Communications Act of 1934, 
as amended, Part 73 of the Commission’s 
rules and regulations is amended as set 
forth below effective effective December 
12,1977. 

I Secs. 4. 5, 303, 48 Stat.. as amended, 1066, 
1068. 1082; (47 U.S.C. 154, 155. 303)) 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

William J. Tricarico, 

Acting Secretary. 

1. Section 73.51 paragraph (a) and 
paragraph (e)(1) are amended to read 
as follows: 

§ 73.51 Antenna input power; how de¬ 
termined. 

<a) Except in those circumstances de¬ 
scribed in paragraph (d) of this section, 
the antenna input power shall be de¬ 
termined by the direct method, i.e., as 
the product of the licensed antenna 
resistance at the operating frequency 
'see 5 73.54) and the square of the in¬ 
dicated unmodulated antenna current at 
that frequency, measured at the point 
where the antenna resistance has been 
determined. 


(e)(1) Using the indirect method, the 
antenna input power is the product of 
the indicated input voltage of the last 
radio stage (Ep); the indicated input 
current of the last radio stage (Ip); and 
an efficiency factor (F) as follows: 
antenna Input power = Ep x Ip x F 

• • • • • 

2. Section 73.52 is amended to read 
as follows: 

§ 73.52 Antenna input power; mainten¬ 
ance of. 

(a) The antenna input power of each 
station as determined by the procedures 
specified in § 73.51 shall be maintained 
as near as is practicable to the author¬ 
ized antenna input power and shall not 
be less than 90 percent nor greater than 
105 percent of the authorized power: ex¬ 
cept that if, in an emergency, it becomes 
technically impossible to operate with 
the authorized power, the station may be 
operated with reduced power for a 
period of not more than 30 days with¬ 
out further authority from the Com¬ 
mission: Provided. That notification is 
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sent to the Commission in Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. no later than the tenth day 
of the lower power operation. In the 
event normal power is restored prior 
to the expiration of the 30 day pe¬ 
riod. the permittee or licensee will so 
notify the Commission in Washington, 
D.C. of this date. If causes beyond the 
control of the permittee or licensee pre¬ 
vent restoration of authorized power 
within the allowed period, informal 
written request shall be made to the 
Commission in Washington, DC. no 
later than the 30th day for such addi¬ 
tional time as may be deemed necessary. 

(b) In addition to maintaining an¬ 
tenna input power within the above 
limitations, each station employing a 
directional antenna shall maintain the 
indicated relative amplitudes of the an¬ 
tenna base currents and antenna moni¬ 
tor currents for the elements of its array 
within 5 percent of the values specified 
in its license or other instrumept of au¬ 
thorization. unless more stringent limits 
are specified therein. 

3. Section 73.267 paragraphs (a) (2) 
and (b)(1) are amended to read as fol¬ 
lows : 

§ 73.267 Operating power; determina¬ 
tion and maintenance of. 

• • * ♦ v* 

(a) • • * 

<2> Using the indirect method, the 
operating power is the product of the 
indicated input voltage of the last radio 
stage (Ep); the indicated input current 
of the last radio stage (Ip); and an ef¬ 
ficiency factor (F> as follows: 

Operating power -EpxIpxF 

(b> Maintenance • (1) The operating 
power as determined by the procedures 
specified in § 73.267(a) shall be main¬ 
tained as near as practicable to the au¬ 
thorized power and shall not be less than 
90 percent nor greater than 105 percent 
of authorized power except as indicated 
in paragraph (c) of this section. 


4. Section 73.567 paragraphs (a)(2), 
(b)(1). and <b) (2) are amended to read 
as follows: 

§ 73.567 Operating power; determina¬ 
tion and maintenance of. # 

(a) * • • 

(2) Using the indirect method, the 
operating power is the product of the in¬ 
dicated input voltage of the last radio 
stage (Ep); the indicated input current 
of tlie last radio stage (Ip); and an ef¬ 
ficiency factor (F) as follows: 

Operating power = Ep x Ip x F 
* * * * * 

(b) (1) The operating power of stations 
licensed for transmitter output power 
greater than 10 watts, as determined by 
the procedures specified in 5 73.567(a), 
shall be maintained as near as prac¬ 
ticable to the authorized power and shall 
not be less than 90 percent nor greater 
than 105 percent of authorized power 
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except as indicated in paragraph (c) of 
this section. 


(2) Stations licensed to operate with a 
transmitter output power of 10 watts or 
less may be operated at less than author¬ 
ized power but in no event shall the 
operating power, as determined by the 
procedures specified in 5 73.567(a), be 
greater than 105 percent of the author¬ 
ized power. The transmitter of each such 
station shall be so maintained as to be 
capable of operation at maximum li¬ 
censed power. 

• • * • • 

5. Section 73.689 paragraphs (a)(2) 
(ii), (b)(1), and (b)(2)(i) are amended 
to read as follows: 

§ 73.689 Operating power. 

(a) • • • 

(2) Aural Transmitter. * * • 

(ii) Using the indirect method, the 
operating power is the product of the 
indicated input voltage of the last radio 
stage (Ep); the indicated input current 
of the last radio stage (Ip); and an 
efficiency factor (F) as follows: 

Operating power = Ep x Ip x F 

* • * * * 

(b) Maintenance —(1) Visual trans¬ 
mitter. 'Hie operating power as deter¬ 
mined by the procedures specified in 
5 73.689(a) shall be maintained as near 
as is practicable to the authorized power 
and shall not be less than 80 percent 
nor more than 110 percent of the au¬ 
thorized power at any time, except as 
provided in subparagraph (3) of this 
paragraph. The peak power shall be 
monitored at the output terminals of the 
transmitter with a peak reading meter 
whose indications are proportional to 
peak voltage, current or power. The 
range and electrical accuracy of the 
meter and the physical characteristics 
of the meter scale shall be adequate to 
permit a determination that the power 
output does not exceed the prescribed 
tolerance. The meter shall be calibrated 
with the transmitter operating at 80.100, 
and 110 percent of the authorized power 
as often as may be necessary to insure 
compliance with the requirements of 
this paragraph and in any event at in¬ 
tervals of no more than 6 months. In 
cases where the transmitter is incapable 
of operating at 110 percent of the au¬ 
thorized power output, the calibration 
may be made at a power output between 
100 and 110 percent of the authorized 
power output. However, where this is 
done, the output meter shall be marked 
at the point of calibration of maximum 
power output, and the station will be 
deemed to be in violation of this rule if 
that power is exceeded. If any com¬ 
ponent in the power measuring circuit 
is replaced, the meter shall be recali¬ 
brated upon completion of such repairs. 
The upper and lower limits of permis¬ 
sible power deviation as determined by 
the prescribed calibration, shall be 
shown upon the meter either by means 
of adjustable red markers incorporated 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 42, NO. 235—WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 7, 1977 








61864 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


in the meter or by red marks placed 
upon the meter scale or glass face. These 
markings shall be checked and changed, 
if necessary, each time the meter is cali¬ 
brated. 

• • • ♦ • 

(2) Aural transmitter . (i) The operat¬ 
ing power as determined by the proce¬ 
dures of § 73.689(a) shall be maintained 
as near as practicable to the authorized 
power and shall not be less than 80 per¬ 
cent nor greater than 110 percent of 
authorized power except as indicated in 
subparagraph (3) of this paragraph. 

• * ♦ • ♦ 

|FR Doc.77-36016 Filed 12-6-77:8:45 ami 


[6712-01] 

PART 78—CABLE TELEVISION RELAY 
SERVICE 

Editorial Order Relaxing and Clarifying Cer¬ 
tain Cable Television Relay Service 
(CARS) Regulations 

AGENCY: Federal Communications 

Commission. 

ACTION: Editorial Amendment. 

SUMMARY: Part 78 of the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules and regulations are revised 
to relax certain unattended operation 
application procedures for Cable Tele¬ 
vision Relay Service (CARS) applicants, 
to correct the address used for coordina¬ 
tion with the Department of Commerce 
regarding coordination within the Table 
Mountain Radio Receiving Zone, relax 
the transmitting antenna requirements 
for mobile stations, and to add a more 
specific reference concerning environ¬ 
mental impact narratives. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 13, 1977. 

ADDRESSES: Federal Communications 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Steve Yelverton, Microwave Branch, 
Special Relief and Microwave Division, 
Cable Television Bureau, 202-254-3421. 

Order 

Adopted: November 28,1977. 

Released: November 30,1977. 

In the matter of: Editorial amendment 
of Part 78 of the Commission’s rules to 
relax and clarify certain Cable Tele¬ 
vision Relay Service (CARS) Regula¬ 
tions. 

1. A review of the Cable Television Re¬ 
lay Service (CARS) Rules, as contained 
in Part 78 of the Commission’s rules and 
regulations, has disclosed that certain 
application and operating requirements 
for CARS stations can properly be re¬ 
laxed and that certain nonsubstantive 
modifications to the rules would clarify 
application procedures. 

2. Section 78.53 of the Commission's 
rules sets forth a series of requirements 
which must be met in order to permit un¬ 


attended operation of a fixed CARS sta¬ 
tion. Paragraphs (a) and (b) of this sec¬ 
tion require that a showing as to the 
manner of compliance with these re¬ 
quirements be included in either a noti¬ 
fication to the Commission or in any ap¬ 
plication requesting authority to con¬ 
struct new stations or to modify existing 
stations which propose unattended op¬ 
eration. The requirements of § 78.53, 
however, are explicit as to the manner of 
compliance and, hence, such showings 
made by applicants are generally merely 
a verbatim repetition of the require¬ 
ments themselves. We feel that the sub¬ 
mission of such showings does not pro¬ 
vide any additional assurance that the 
requirements will be met and that the 
submission of such showings is an un¬ 
necessary burden upon the applicant. 
Accordingly. 5 78.53 is amended by re¬ 
vising paragraph (a) and deleting para¬ 
graph (b), thereby deleting any ref¬ 
erence to such detailed showings and re¬ 
quiring only a written statement of noti¬ 
fication to the Commission of such unat¬ 
tended operations. 

3. It has come to our attention that the 
address to be used by CARS applicants 
for consultation with the Department of 
Commerce regarding frequency coordi¬ 
nation with the Table Mountain Radio 
Receiving Zone as outlined in § 78.19 of 
the rules has been changed. § 78.19(e) 
(2) therefore is amended to reflect this 
change. 

4. Recent CARS applications have in¬ 
dicated that some applicants may be un¬ 
aware of their responsibilities and obli¬ 
gations pursuant to the National En¬ 
vironmental Policy Act of 1969 as set 
forth in Subpart I of Part 1 of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules. Accordingly, paragraph 
(c) of 5 78.15, Contents of Applications, is 
amended to add a more specific reference 
to the requirements of Subpart I. 

5. Lastly, it appears that the present 
beam width requirements for CARS sta¬ 
tion transmitting antennas, as stated in 
§ 78.105 of the rules, may place an un¬ 
necessary restriction upon CARS mobile 
stations. Since CARS mobile stations are 
authorized on a secondary, non-inter¬ 
ference basis they could advantageously 
utilize antennas having a wider beam- 
width than the maximum presently al¬ 
lowed and not restrict our frequency as¬ 
signments to fixed stations. The relaxa¬ 
tion of the present requirement for mo¬ 
bile stations would permit the utilization 
of antennas currently available for mo¬ 
bile transmission equipment which are 
less expensive and are more easily orient¬ 
ed toward the receiving equipment. Ac¬ 
cordingly, § 78.105(a) of the rules is 
amended by limiting the present beam- 
width requirement to only fixed CARS 
stations. 

6. Authority for the attached amend¬ 
ments is contained in 47 U.S.C. 151, 152, 
301, and 307; and in 5 0.231(d) of the 
Commission’s rules. Inasmuch as the 
amendments ordered are nonsubstantive 
editorial revisions of the Commission’s 
rules and regulations, impose no new re¬ 
quirements, and are intended only to 
relax or clarify existing requirements, 


compliance with the prior notice, proce¬ 
dural and effective date provisions of the 
Administrative Procedure Act, 5 U.S.C. 
553, would serve no useful purpose and 
is unnecessary. 

7. Accordingly , it is ordered , That ef¬ 
fective December 13, 1977, Part 78 of the 
Commission’s rules and regulations is 
amended as set forth below. 

(Secs. 1, 2, 301, 303. 307, 48 Stat., as amend¬ 
ed; 1064, 1081, 1082, 1083; (47 U.S.C. 151, 152, 
301, 303, 307).) 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

Richard D. Lichtwardt, 

Executive Director. 

Part 78 of Chapter I of Title 47 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations is amended 
in the following manner: 

1. Section 78.15(c) is revised as 
follows: 

§ 78.15 Contents of applications. 

♦ • • • * 

(c) CARS applicants for construction 
permits or modifications of construction 
permits must follow the procedures pre¬ 
scribed in Subpart I of Part 1 of this 
chapter (§§ 1.1301 through 1.1319) re¬ 
garding the filing of environmental im¬ 
pact narrative statements, unless Com¬ 
mission action authorizing construction 
of a CARS station would be a minor 
action within the meaning of Subpart I 
of Part 1 of this chapter. 

2. Section 78.19(e)(2) is revised as 
follows: 

§ 78.19 Interference. 

* * • • • 

(e) • • * 

(2) Applicants concerned are urged to 
communicate with the Radio Frequency 
Management Coordinator, Department 
of Commerce, Research Support Service, 
NDAA/R5X3, Boulder Laboratories, 
Boulder, Colorado 80302; telephone 303- 
499-1000, extension 6548 or 6549, in 
advance of filing their applications with 
the Commission. 

• • • • • 

3. In § 78.53, paragraph (a) is 
amended and (b) is deleted and reserved 
to read as follows: 

§ 78.53 Unattended operation. 

(a) A GARS station other than a 
CARS pickup station may be operated 
unattended: Provided , That such opera¬ 
tion is conducted in accordance with the 
conditions listed below: And provided 
further , That the Commission, in Wash¬ 
ington, D.C., is notified at least 10 days 
prior to the beginning of unattended 
operation if such operation is not in¬ 
dicated on the station authorization. 

% • • • • • 

(b) [Reserved] 

» * • • • 

4. Section 78.105(a) is revised as fol¬ 
lows: 

§ 78.105 Antennas. 

(a) Fixed CARS stations shall use di¬ 
rective transmitting antennas. The 
maximum beamwidth in the horizontal 
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plane between half power points of the 
major lobe shall not exceed 3 Provided , 
however , That, upon adequate showing 
of need to serve a larger sector, or more 
than a single sector, greater beamwidth 
or multiple antennas may be authorized 
for LDS stations. Either vertical, hori¬ 
zontal, or elliptical polarization may be 
employed. The Commission reserves the 
right to specify the polarization of the 
transmitted signal. Mobile stations are 
not so limited. 

• • 

|FR Doc.77-34990 Filed 12-6-77;8:45 ami 


[4910-62] 

Title 49—Transportation 

SUBTITLE A—OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
OF TRANSPORTATION 

IOST Docket No. 1; Arndt. 1—131J 

PART 1—ORGANIZATION AND 
DELEGATION OF POWERS AND DUTIES 

Delegation to the Commandant of the 
Coast Guard 

AGENCY: Department of Transporta¬ 
tion. 

ACTION: Final rule. 

SUMMARY: This document delegates to 
the Commandant of the United States 
Coast Guard authority to (1) promulgate 
joint regulations for the conduct of ma¬ 
rine casualty investigations with the Na¬ 
tional Transportation Safety Board and 
(2) relinquish to a state. Coast Guard 
jurisdiction over Federal land. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 7, 1977. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

For information as to the Marine 
Casualty investigations delegation: 
Captain Alfred E. Hampton, Chief, 
Marine Investigation Division, Depart¬ 
ment of Transportation, United States 
Coast Guard, 400 Seventh Street, SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20590, 202-426-1455. 
For information as to the land juris¬ 
diction delegation: Clarence N. Lee, 
Chief, Real Property Branch, Depart¬ 
ment of Transportation, United States 
Coast Guard, 400 Seventh Street. SW., 
Washington. D.C. 20590, ,202-426-2031. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The persons principally responsible for 
the drafting of this document are: 

Barbara Kover (administrative). Manage¬ 
ment Analysis Division. 

Lt. Edward Gill (legal), Office of the Chief 
Counsel. United States Coast Guard. 

Booker T. Wade, Jr. (legal). Office of the 
General Counsel, Office of the Secretary. 

The purpose of this amendment is to 
delegate to the Commandant of the 
Coast Guard the authority vested in the 
Secretary by: (1) Section 304(a)(1) of 
the Independent Safety Board Act of 
1974 (Pub. L. 93-633, 49 U.S.C. 1903(a) 
<1)) to conduct accident investigations 
at the request of the National Trans¬ 
portation Safety Board (NTSB) and to 
prescribe jointly with NTSB regulations 
governing investigations of major marine 
casualties and casualties involving pub¬ 


lic and non-public vessels; (2) Section 
307 of that Act (49 USC 1906) to respond 
to Board recommendations regarding 
marine casualties; and (3) Section 2683 
of Title 10, U.S. Code, to relinquish to a 
state the legislative jurisdiction of the 
United States over lands and interests 
under the control of the Coast Guard in 
that state. 

Since this amendment relates to De¬ 
partmental management, procedures and 
practices, notice and public procedure 
thereon are unnecessary and it may be 
effective in fewer than 30 days following 
publication in the Federal Register. 

In consideration of the foregoing: 

a. Paragraph (n) of § 1.46 of Part 1 of 
Title 49, Code of Federal Regulations, is 
amended by adding at the end thereof a 
new subparagraph (10) to read as fol¬ 
lows: 

§ 1.46 Delegation to Commandant of the 
Coast Guard. 

The Commandant of the Coast Guard 
is delegated authority to: 

• • • • • 

(n) Carry out the functions vested in 
the Secretary by the following stat¬ 
utes: • • • 

(10) (i) Section 304(a)(1) of the In¬ 
dependent Safety Board Act of 1974 [49 
U.S.C. 1903(a)(1)] insofar as it relates 
to the promulgation of joint regulations 
with the National Transportation Safety 
Board (NTSB) governing investigations 
of major marine casualties and casualties 
involving public and non-public vessels, 
and the conduct of accident investiga¬ 
tions upon request of the Board. 

(11) Section 307 of the Independent 
Safety Board Act of 1974 (49 U.S.C. 1906) 
insofar as it relates to responses to NTSB 
recommendations regarding marine cas¬ 
ualties. 

b. A new subparagraph (x) is added 
following § 1.46(w) to read as follows: 

(x) Carry out the functions vested in 
the Secretary by 10 U.S.C. 2683 insofar 
as it relates to the relinquishment to a 
state of legislative jurisdiction of the 
United States over lands and interests 
under the control of the Coast Guard in 
that state. 

(Section 9(e). Department of Transporta¬ 
tion Act, 49 US.C. 1657(e).) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Novem¬ 
ber 25,1977. 

Brock Adams, 

Secretary of Transportation . 

(FR Doc.77-35007 Filed 12-6-77;8:45 ami 


[4910-22] 

CHAPTER III—FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

SUBCHAPTER B—FEDERAL MOTOR CARRIER 
SAFETY REGULATIONS 

[Amendment No. 76-3J 

PART 394—NOTIFICATION. REPORTING 
AND RECORDING OF ACCIDENTS 

Reporting of Accidents 

AGENCY: Federal Highway Adminis¬ 
tration. 


ACTION: Final rule. 

SUMMARY: This rule amends the Fed¬ 
eral Motor Carrier Safety Regulations 
<49 CFR 394.9(a)) by extending the ac¬ 
cident reporting requirement from 15 to 
30 days. Petitions were received asking 
for an extension of the filing time be¬ 
cause of the current difficulty in sub¬ 
mitting meaningful reports within the 
current 15-day requirement. The addi¬ 
tional time will serve to insure the com¬ 
pleteness and accuracy of the report 
that is filed. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 7, 1977. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Gerald J. Davis, Chief, Driver Re¬ 
quirements Branch, Regulations Divi¬ 
sion, Bureau of Motor Carrier Safety, 
202-426-9767; Mr. Gerald M. Tierney, 
Office of Chief Counsel. 202-426-0346. 
Federal Highway Administration, 400 
7th Street SW., Washington. DC. 
20590. Office hours are from 7:45 a.m. 
to 4:15 pjn. ET, Monday-Friday. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
On April 18. 1977, the National Associa¬ 
tion of Motor Bus Owners (NAMBO) 
filed a petition to amend § 394.9(a) by 
increasing from 15 days to 30 days the 
time within which motor carriers must 
file accident reports. The American 
Trucking Associations, Inc., (ATA) by 
letter of May 19, 1977, expressed sup¬ 
port of the petition filed by NAMBO. 

The Regulation presently requires that 
the carrier must file the original and two 
copies of Form MCS 50-B (passengers) 
or Form MCS 50-T (property) with the 
Director, Regional Motor Carrier Safety 
Office of the Federal Highway Admin¬ 
istration within 15 days after a report- 
able accident occurs. This revision does 
not affect the immediate telephone 
notice of fatal accidents required by 
§ 394.7. 

The original petitioner. NAMBO, con¬ 
tends that there are occasions when all 
the required information cannot be ac¬ 
curately and properly completed within 
the 15-day filing schedule. The NAMBO 
points out that it is not uncommon, when 
accidents do occur, to have numerous 
passengers involved, as well as other 
vehicles. 

Also, depending on the size of the car¬ 
rier, NAMBO indicates that the report 
may be required to be forwarded through 
several offices throughout the country 
before it can be mailed to the Regional 
Motor Carrier Safety Office, which cuts 
into the time that they have to accu¬ 
rately complete the form. 

The joining petitioner, ATA, agrees 
that the 15-day deadline now prescribed 
causes difficulty in submitting meaning¬ 
ful reports. They also report that there 
are estimating problems, such as, report¬ 
ing accidents which were overestimated 
and failing to report those accidents 
which were underestimated. 

Both petitioners contend that the mail 
service adds to the problem of getting 
the report to its destination within the 
time allowed. 

The contention that it is sometimes 
difficult to accurately complete and file 
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the accident report within 15 days has 
merit. On the other hand, since past ex¬ 
perience has proven postponement of 
completing the reports can result in for¬ 
gotten accident details making the re¬ 
ports less accurate, it is requested that 
the reports be filed as expeditiously as 
possible. 

The amendment constitutes a relaxa¬ 
tion of a rule, therefore, no Notice is 
needed and no comments are requested. 

Accordingly, § 394.9 of the Federal 
Motor Carrier Safety Regulations (Sub¬ 
chapter B of Chapter HI, Title 49 CFR) 
is amended by revising paragraph (a) 
as follows: 

§ 394.9 Reporting of accidents. 

<a) Within 30 days after a reportable 
accident occurs, the motor carrier must 
file the original and two copies of Form 
MCS 50-T (property) or Form MCS 50- 
B (passengers), completed as specified 
in paragraph (b) of this section, with 
the Director, Regional Motor Carrier 
Safety Office of the Federal Highway 
Administration region in which the car¬ 


rier's principal place of business is lo¬ 
cated. The addresses and jurisdictions of 
the Federal Highway Administration re¬ 
gions are specified in § 390.40 of this 
subchapter. 

• * • • * 

(Sec. 204, Interstate Commerce Act. as 
amended (49 U.S.C. 304), Section 6, Depart¬ 
ment of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655), 
and the delegations of authority by the Sec¬ 
retary of Transportation and the Federal 
Highway Administration of 49 CFR 1.48 and 
301.60 respectively.) 

Effective date: This amendment is ef¬ 
fective on the date of issuance. 

Note. —It has been determined that this 
document does not contain a major proposal 
requiring preparation of an Inflationary Im¬ 
pact Statement under Executive Order 11821, 
as amended and OMB Circular A-107. 

Issued on November 21, 1977. 

Robert A. Kaye, 

Director ,. 

Bureau of Motor Carrier Safety. 

[FR Doc.77-34963 Filed 12-6-77;8:45 am] 
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Thl* section ol the FEOERAL REGISTER contains notices to the public of the proposed issuance of rules and regulations. The purpose of 
these notices is to give interested persons an opportunity to participate in the rule mak.ng prior to the adoption of the final rules. 


[3410-02 ] 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural Marketing Service 
[ 7 CFR Part 928 ] 

HANDLING OF PAPAYAS GROWN IN 
HAWAII 

proposed Grade and Size Requirements 

AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing Serv¬ 
ice, USDA. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: This notice proposes mini¬ 
mum grade and size requirements for 
shipments of Hawaiian papayas and is 
needed to provide for orderly marketing 
in the interest of producers and 
consumers. 

DATES: Comments must be received by 
December 22, 1977. Proposed effective 
dates: January 1 through December 31, 
1978. 

ADDRESSES: Send two copies of com¬ 
ments to the Hearing Clerk, U S. De¬ 
partment of Agriculture, Room 1077 
South Building. Washington, D C. 20250, 
where they will be made available for 
public inspection during regular business 
hours (7 CFR 1.27(b)). 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Charles R. Brader, 202-447,3545. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The proposed regulation was recom¬ 
mended by the Papaya Administrative 
Committee, established under the mar¬ 
keting agreement and Order No. 928, 
regulating the handling of papayas 
grown in Hawaii. The program is effec¬ 
tive under the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601-674). 

The committee estimates that 1978 
production of Hawaiian papayas will to¬ 
tal 70 million pounds, 11 percent more 
than the estimated record large 1977 
crop. Fresh sales are expected to total 57 
million pounds and the remaining 13 
million processed. In-State fresh sales 
are projected at 13.5 million pounds for 
1978. compared to 13 million estimated 
for 1977. It is anticipated that out-of- 
State sales will amount to 76 percent of 
the total fresh sales next year and reach 
a record large 43.5 million pounds, 2.5 
million more than in 1977. 

Under the proposed regulation, pa¬ 
payas in intrastate shipment must grade 
at least Hawaii No. 1 during the period 
January 1-May 15, 1978, and weigh at 
least 14 ounces (16 ounces for Hawaii 
Fancy). During the period May 16-De- 


cember 31, 1978, such papayas must 
grade at least Hawaii No. 1 with 5 per¬ 
cent tolerance for defects and weigh at 
least 16 ounces. 

Export shipments during the period 
January 1-May 15, 1978, must grade at 
least Hawaii No. 1 with 5 percent toler¬ 
ance for defects and weigh at least 11 
ounces. During the period May 16-De- 
cember 31, 1978, such papayas must 
grade Hawaii Fancy with 3 percent tol¬ 
erance for defects, including brown spot, 
and weigh at least 14 ounces. 

The proposed regulation is based upon 
an appraisal of the prospective supply 
and market situation for papayas during 
the period January 1-December 31. 
1978. It is designed to assure consumers 
of an adequate supply of acceptable 
quality papayas consistent with the qual¬ 
ity and size composition of the crop. 

As proposed § 928.308 Papaya Regula¬ 
tion 8 would read as follows: 

§ 928.308 Papaya Regulation 8. 

Order, (a) No handler shall ship any 
container of papayas (except immature 
papayas handled pursuant to § 928.152 
of this part): 

(1) During the period January 1 
through May 15, 1978, to any destination 
within the production area unless said 
papayas grade at least Haw r aii No. 1 and 
are of a size which individually weigh not 
less than 14 ounces: Provided, That pa¬ 
payas handled as Hawaii Fancy grade 
shall be of a size which individually 
weigh not less than 16 ounces. 

(2) During the period May 16 through 
December 31, 1978, to any destination 
within the production area unless said 
papayas grade at least Hawaii No. 1, ex¬ 
cept that the allowable tolerances for 
defects shall be 5 percent: Provided, 
That not more than 3 percent shall be 
permitted for serious damage, not more 
than 1 percent for immature fruit, and 
not more than 1 percent for decay: Pro¬ 
vided further. That such papayas in¬ 
dividually weigh not less than 16 ounces. 

(3) During the period January 1 
through May 15, 1978, to any export des¬ 
tination unless said papayas grade at 
least Hawaii No. 1, except that the allow¬ 
able tolerances for defects shall be 5 
percent: Provided, That not more than 
3 percent shall be permitted for serious 
damage, not more than 1 percent for 
immature fruit, and not more than 1 
percent for decay: Provided further, 
That such papayas shall individually 
weigh not less than 11 ounces each. 

(4) During the period May 16 through 
December 31,1978. to any export destina¬ 
tion unless such papayas at least meet 
the requirements of Hawaii Fancy grade 


except for the defect of brown spot: that 
with respect to the brown spot defect, 
such fruit at least meet the requirements 
of Hawaii No. 1 grade; and further that 
allowable tolerances for total defects, in¬ 
cluding brown spot, shall not exceed 3 
percent: Provided, That not more than 
1 percent shall be permitted for imma¬ 
ture fruit and not more than 1 percent 
for decay: Provided further. That such 
papayas shall individually weigh not less 
than 14 ounces each. 

(b) When used herein “Hawaii Fancy" 
and “Hawaii No. 1" shall have the same 
meaning as set forth in the Standards 
for Hawaii Grown Papayas, as amended, 
Subsection 5.32, Section 5, Regulation 1. 
Division of Marketing and Consumer 
Services, Department of Agriculture. 
State of Hawaii, issued pursuant to Sec¬ 
tion 147-4, Part I and Section 147-22, 
Part n. Chapter 147, Title 11. Volume 3. 
Hawaii Revised Statutes. All other terms 
shall have tho same meaning as when 
used in the marketing agreement and 
order. 

Dated: December 2,1977. 

D. S. Kukyloski, 
Acting Deputy Director, Fruit 
and Vegetable Division, Agri¬ 
cultural Marketing Service. 

|FR Doc.77-34983 Filed 12-6-77;8:45 ami 

[3410—02 ] 

[ 7 CFR Part 959 ] 

ONIONS GROWN IN SOUTH TEXAS 
Proposed Handling Regulation 

AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing Serv¬ 
ice. USDA. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: This proposed regulation 
would require fresh market shipments 
of onions grown in designated counties 
in South Texas to be inspected and meet 
minimum size and quality requirements. 
The regulation should promote orderly 
marketing of such onions by keeping less 
desirable qualities and sizes from being 
shipped to consumers. 

DATE: Comments due: December 22. 
1977. 

ADDRESSES: Comments should be sent 
to: Hearing Clerk, Room 1077 South 
Building, U.S. Department of Agricul¬ 
ture, Washington, D.C. 20250. Two copies 
of all written comments shall be sub¬ 
mitted, and they will be made available 
for public inspection at the office of the 
Hearing Clerk during regular business 
hours. 
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Charles R. Brader, Deputy Director. 

Fruit and Vegetable Divison, AMS, 

U.S. Department of Agriculture. 

Washington, D.C. 20250. telephorte 

202-447-6393. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Marketing Agreement No. 143 and Order 
No. 959, both as amended <7 CFR Part 
959) regulate the handling of onions 
grown in designated counties of South 
Texas. It is effective under the Agricul¬ 
tural Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, 
as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674). The 
South Texas Onion Committee, estab¬ 
lished under the order, is responsible for 
its local administration. 

This notice is based upon recom¬ 
mendations made by the committee at 
its public meeting in Laredo, Tex., on 
October 26, 1977. The recommendations 
of the committee reflect its appraisal of 
the expected volume and composition of 
the 1978 early spring crop of South 
Texas cnions and of the marketing pros¬ 
pects for the shipping season which is 
expected to begin about March 6, 1978. 

The grade and size requirements would 
be similar to last season's and are 
designed to prevent onions of poor qual¬ 
ity or undesirable sizes from being dis¬ 
tributed in fresh market channels. 

Thus, only onions that contain not 
more than 20 percent defects of U.S. No. 
1 grade and are not packed or loaded 
on Sunday except for export could be 
shipped from March 6 through May 13, 
1978. Again this season in order to pro¬ 
vide more orderly marketing from all 
districts, the inspection and container 
requirements would be extended through 
June 10, 1978. 

The container requirements would pre¬ 
vent the use of off-size or deceptive con¬ 
tainers which could adversely affect the 
reputation and returns of South Texas 
onions. However, they would not pre¬ 
clude the use of containers customarily 
packed for the retail trade. The prohibi¬ 
tion on packaging and loading onions on 
Sunday is recommended principally to 
provide more orderly marketing by tail¬ 
oring shipments from the production 
area more closely to the ability of receiv¬ 
ing markets to accept marketings. Again 
this season handlers would be permitted, 
with the approval of the committee, to 
grade, package and load onions on Sun¬ 
day for export, provided that they shut 
down packing and loading operations on 
the first working day after shipment for 
the same length of time as they operated 
on Sunday. This would prevent handlers 
who ship on Sunday for export from 
gaining a competitive advantage due to 
longer packing hours over handlers who 
do not have export orders. 

Exceptions would be provided to cer¬ 
tain of these requirements to recognize 
special situations in which such require¬ 
ments would be inappropriate or unrea¬ 
sonable. Up to 110 pounds of onions 
could be handled, other than for resale, 
per day without regard to requirements 
of this section in order to avoid placing 


an unreasonable burden on persons han¬ 
dling noncommercial quantities of 
onions. 

The requirements with respect to spe¬ 
cial purpose shipments would allow the 
shipment of onions for experimental 
purposes or the use of containers includ¬ 
ing bulk bins which have been the sub¬ 
ject of test shipments during past sea¬ 
sons, and would encourage exports by al¬ 
lowing the use of containers required for 
such purposes. Shipments for relief or 
charity would be exempt since no useful 
purpose would be served by regulating 
such shipments. 

The regulation is as follows: 

§ 959.318 Handling regulation. 

During the period March 6 through 
June 10. 1978. no handler may package 
or load onions on Sunday or handle any 
onions except red varieties, unless they 
comply with paragraphs (a) through (d) 
or (e) or (f) of this section. However, the 
requirements of paragraphs (a) and (b) 
and the Sunday prohibition shall termi¬ 
nate at 11:59 p.m. on May 13, 1978. 

(a) Grade requirements. Not to exceed 
20 percent defects of U.S. No. 1 grade. In 
percentage grade lots, tolerances for 
serious damage shall not exceed 10 per¬ 
cent including not more than 2 percent 
decay. Double the lot tolerance shall be 
permitted in individual packages in per¬ 
centage grade lots. Application of toler¬ 
ances in U.S. onion standards shall apply 
to in-grade lots. 

(b) Size requirements. (1) “Small 0 —! 
to 2Y* inches in diameter, and limited to 
whites only; 

(2) “Repacker 0 —1% to 3 inches in 
diameter, with 60 percent or more 2 
inches in diameter or larger; 

(3) “Medium 0 —2 to 3 *,4 inches in 
diameter; or 

(4) “Jumbo°—3 inches or larger in 
diameter. 

(5) Tolerances for size in the U.S. 
onion standards shall apply except that 
for “repacker” and “medium 0 sizes not 
more than 20 percent, by weight, of 
onions in any lot may be larger than the 
maximum diameter specified. Applica¬ 
tion of tolerances in the U.S. onion 
standards shall apply. 

<c) Container requirements. Except as 
provided in paragraph (f) of this sec¬ 
tion, only the following containers may 
be used: 

(1) 25-pound bags, with an average net 
weight in any lot of not more than 27*4 
pounds per bag, and with outside dimen¬ 
sions not larger than 29 inches by 31 
inches; or 

(2) 50-pound bags, with an average 
net weight in any lot of not more than 55 
pounds per bag, and with outside dimen¬ 
sions not larger than 33 inches by 39 & 
inches. 

(3) These container requirements shall 
not be applicable to onions sold to Fed¬ 
eral agencies or for export. 

(d) Inspection. (1) No handler may 
handle any onions regulated hereunder, 
except pursuant to paragraphs (e) or 
(f) (3) (ii) of this section, unless an in¬ 
spection certificate has been issued cov¬ 


ering them and the certificate is valid 
at the time of shipment. 

(2) No handler may transport by 
motor vehicle or cause such transporta¬ 
tion of any shipment of onions for which 
an inspection certificate is required un¬ 
less each such shipment is accompanied 
by a copy of the inspection certificate 
applicable thereto or by documentary 
evidence on forms furnished by the 
committee identifying truck lots to 
which a valid inspection certificate is 
applicable and a copy of such inspection 
certificate or committee document is sur¬ 
rendered upon request to authorities 
designated by the committee. 

(3) For purposes of operation under 
this part each inspection certificate or 
committee form required as evidence of 
inspection is hereby determined to be 
valid for a period not to exceed 72 hours 
following completion of inspection as 
shown on the certificate. 

(4) Handlers shall pay assessments on 
all assessable onions according to the 
provisions of § 959.218. 

(e) Minimum quantity exemption. Any 
handler may handle, other than for re¬ 
sale, up to, but not to exceed 110 pounds 
of onions per day without regard to the 
requirements of this section, but this ex¬ 
emption shall not apply to any shipment 
or any portion thereof of over 110 pounds 
of onions. 

(f) Special purpose shipments and 
culls. (1) Onions may be handled in con¬ 
tainers customarily packed for the retail 
trade and in other designated special 
purpose containers as follows: 

(1) Each handler desiring to make such 
shipments shall first apply to the com¬ 
mittee for and obtain a Certificate of 
Privilege to make such shipments. 

(ii) After obtaining an approved Cer¬ 
tificate of Privilege, each handler may 
handle onions packed in 2-, 3-, and 5- 
pound containers customarily packed for 
the detail trade, or 50-pound cartons, if 
they meet the grade, size, and inspection 
reouirements of paragraphs (a), (b), and 
(d) of this section and if they are 
handled in accordance with the report¬ 
ing requirements established in subpara¬ 
graph (2) of this paragraph on such 
shipments. Shipments of 2-, 3-, and 5- 
pound containers and 50-pound cartons 
shall not exceed 10 percent of a handler’s 
total weekly onion shipments. 

(ill) The average gross weight per lot 
of onions packed in master containers 
shall not exceed 115 percent of the desig¬ 
nated net contents. 

(iv) The average net weight per lot of 
50-pound cartons shall not exceed 55 
pounds. 

(2) Reporting requirements for ship¬ 
ments in designated special purpose con¬ 
tainers. Each handler who handles ship¬ 
ments of onions in containers custom¬ 
arily packed for the retail trade and in 
other designated special purpose con¬ 
tainers. shall report to the committee the 
inspection certificate numbers, the grade 
and size of onions packed, and the size 
of the containers in which such onions 
were handled. Such report, in accordance 
wih § 959.80. shall be furnished to the 
committee in such a manner, on such 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 42, NO. 235—WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 7. 1977 





PROPOSED RULES 


61869 


forms and at such times as it may pre¬ 
scribe. Each handler shall maintain 
records of such shipments pursuant to 
§ 959 . 80 (c) , and the records shall be sub¬ 
ject to review and audit by the commit¬ 
tee to verify reports thereon. 

( 3 ) Experimental shipments, (i) Upon 
approval of the committee, onions may 
be shipped in bulk bins with inside 
dimensions of 47 inches x 37*4 inches x 
3 c inches deep and having a volume of 
59,440 cubic inches, or similar contain¬ 
ers. Each container shall have a new 
perforated 2-mil polyethylene liner. Also, 
onions may be shipped in 40-pound car¬ 
tons, but not to exceed 4,000 cartons. 
Such experimental shipments shall be 
exempt from paragraph (c) of this sec¬ 
tion but shall not exceed ten percent of 
a handler’s total weekly onion shipments 
and shall be handled in accordance with 
safeguard provisions of § 959.54 and this 
paragraph. The receiver shall furnish 
the committee with a report on the ar¬ 
rival condition of each shipment. 

(ii) Upon approval of the committee, 
onions may be shipped for other experi¬ 
mental purposes exempt from regula¬ 
tions issued pursuant to §§ 959.42, 959.52 
and 959.60, provided they are handled in 
accordance with safeguard provisions of 
§ 959.54. 

(4) Export shipments, (i) Upon ap¬ 
proval of the committee, the prohibition 
against packaging or loading onions on 
any Sunday may be modified or sus¬ 
pended to permit the handling of onions 
for export provided such handling com¬ 
plies with the procedures and safeguards 
specified by the committee. 

(ii) Following approval, if the handler 
grades, packages and ships onions for 
export on any Sunday, such handler 
shall on the first workday following ship¬ 
ment, cease all grading, packaging and 
shipping operations for the same length 
of time as the handler operated on Sun¬ 
day. Upon completion of such shipments, 
the handler shall report thereon as pre¬ 
scribed by the committee. 

(ill) Export shipments shall also be 
exempt from all container requirements 
of this section. 

(5) Onions for charity , relief, canning 
and freezing. Onions for chartty, relief, 
canning and freezing shall be exempt 
from the requirements of paragraphs 
(a) through (d). Such onions shall be 
handled according to the provisions of 
55 959.126(b). 

(6) Onions failing to meet require¬ 
ments. Onions failing to meet the grade, 
size, and container requirements of this 
section, and not exempt under para¬ 
graphs (e) or (f) (4) of this section, may 
be handled only pursuant to § 959.126. 
Calls may be handled pursuant to 
§ 959.126(a)(1). 

(g) Definitions. "U.S. onion standards” 
mean the United States Standards for 
Grades of Bermuda-Granex-Grano Type 
Onions (7 CFR 2851.3195-2851.3209), or 
the United States Standards for Grades 


of Onions (Other Than Bermuda- 
Granex-Grano and Creole Types) (7 
CFR 2851.2830-2851.2854), whichever is 
applicable to the particular variety, or 
variations thereof specified in this sec¬ 
tion. The term "U.S. No. 1” shall have 
the same meaning as set forth in these 
standards. All other terms used in this 
section shall have the same meaning as 
when used in Marketing Agreement No. 
143, as amended, and this part. 

(h) Applicability to imports. Onions 
imported during the period March 20 
through May 13, 1978, will be in most 
direct competition with onions produced 
in South Texas and regulated under 
Marketing Order No. 959, as amended. 
Therefore, under Section 8e and § 980.- 
117 "Import Regulations" (7 CFR 980.- 
117) of the act such imported onions 
shall have not more than 20 percent de¬ 
fects of U.S. No. 1 grade and be at least 
1 inch in diameter for white varieties 
and at least 1^ 4 inches in diameter for 
all other varieties. In percentage grade 
lots, tolerances for serious damage shall 
not exceed 10 percent including not more 
than 2 percent decay. Double the lot tol¬ 
erance shall be permitted in individual 
packages in percentage grade lots. Appli¬ 
cations of tolerances in the U.S. Grade 
Standards shall apply to in-grade lots. 

Dated: December 1,1977. 

D. S. Kuryloski. 

Acting Deputy Director , Fruit 
and Vegetable Division Agri¬ 
cultural Marketing Service. 

[PR Doc. 77-34984 Piled i2-6-77;8:45 am] 


[8025-01 ] 

SMALL BUSINESS 
ADMINISTRATION 
[ 13 CFR Part 107 ] 

SMALL BUSINESS INVESTMENT 
COMPANIES 

Purchases of Equity Securities 

AGENCY: Small Business Administra¬ 
tion. 

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemak¬ 
ing. 

SUMMARY: This proposed rule would 
revise the conditions under which Small 
Business Investment Companies 
(SBICs) may make purchases of Equity 
Securities through or from underwrit¬ 
ers. Changes made are of a technical na¬ 
ture, the primary purpose of which is to 
assure that SBICs purchase only newly- 
issued Equity Securities as distinguished 
from previously-issued and outstanding 
securities in the hands of individual and 
other holders. 

DATE: Comments must be received on 
or before January 6. 1978, in triplicate. 

ADDRESS: Associate Administrator for 
Finance and Investments, Small Busi¬ 
ness Administration, Washington, D.C. 
20416. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Peter F. McNeish, Deputy Associate 

Administrator for Finance and In¬ 
vestment, 1441 L Street NW., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20416. 202-653-6584. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The proposal would add a new § 107.- 
505 Purchases of Equity Securities 
through or from Underwriters, which 
would permit Licensees to make such 
purchases, provided that: (1) Such pur¬ 
chases be consummated within 90 days 
after a public offering of Equity Secu¬ 
rities (defined in § 107.302(b)) issued by 
a Small Concern; (2) the purchase price 
not exceed the original offering price; 
(3) the underwriter certify in writing 
that the portion of the offering pur¬ 
chased represents newly-issued Equity 
Securities, and the amount paid by the 
Licensee (less reasonable and customary 
underwriting and related charges) will 
be received by the Small Concern; (4) if 
the underwriter is an Associate of any 
Licensee, no fees or charges may be paid 
with respect to the portion of the offer¬ 
ing purchased by it; and (5) Licensee 
shall retain records available for SBA 
inspection showing relevant details of 
the transaction, including date, price, 
and underwriter’s certificate. "Associate 
of a Licensee" is defined in existing 
§ 107.3 of the Part 107—SBIC Regula¬ 
tion. 

The proposal, which would replace ex¬ 
isting provisions on purchases from un¬ 
derwriters contained in paragraph (e) 
of the 8 107.3 definition of Financing, in¬ 
corporates the following major changes: 
(1) Instead of permitting purchases to 
be made as part of a mixed offering, on 
c6ndition that a minimum 80 percent of 
the sales proceeds are received by the 
Small Concern, purchases would be re¬ 
stricted to newly-issued Equity Secu¬ 
rities; (2) the underwriter must certify 
that Licensee’s payment (minus reason¬ 
able underwriting charges) will be re¬ 
ceived by the issuer Small Concern; 
(3) instead of limiting Licensee to pur¬ 
chases from non-Associate underwriters, 
Equity Securities could be acquired from 
Associate as well as non-Associate un¬ 
derwriters, but no fees could be charged 
where the underwriter is an Associate of 
any Licensee; and (4) records shall be 
kept by licensee showing relevant de¬ 
tails of the transaction. The present re¬ 
quirement limiting the aggregate offer¬ 
ing price to $10,000,000 would be elim¬ 
inated. SBA has determined that such 
restriction serves no useful purpose as 
long as the issuer Small Concern is eligi¬ 
ble for SBIC Financing. 

Cross references to § 107.505 would be 
incorporated into paragraph (e) of the 
8 107.3 definition of Financing, and 
5 107.504(b)(3) Other permissible fi¬ 
nancing; Securities purchased from non¬ 
issuers. 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to the authority contained in Section 308 
of the Small Business Investment Act of 
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1958, as amended, 15 U.S.C. 661, et seq., 
it is proposed to amend, as set forth be¬ 
low, §5 107.3, 107.504, and 107.505 of Part 
107, Chapter I of Title 13 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations. 

1. Paragraph (e) of the definition of 
“Financing” in § 107.3 would be amended 
to read as follows: 

§107.3 Definition of Terms. 

• • • • • 

Financing. “Financing” or “Financed” 
means outstanding financial assistance 
provided to a Small Concern by a Licens¬ 
ee, whether throueh • * * (e) Pur¬ 
chases of Equity Securities (see § 107.302 

(b) ) of a Small Concern through or 
from an underwriter (see § 107.505). 

2. Section 107.504 Other permissible 
financing would be amended by adding 
the following sentence at the end of 
paragraph (b) (3): 

§ 107.504 Other permissible financing. 

• + * • + 

(b) Investments permitted.** * • 

(3) Securities purchased from non¬ 
issuers. • • • See § 107.505 for pur¬ 
chases of Equity Securities through or 
from an underwriter. 

3. A new § 107.505 would be added 
reading as follows: 

§ 107.505 Purchase of Equity Securities 
through or from underwriter. 

A Licensee may purchase Equity Se¬ 
curities (see § 107.302(b) issued by a 
Small Concern through or from an un¬ 
derwriter, within 90 days after a public 
offering is first lawfully made: Provided, 
however , That (a) such purchase may 
not be made at more than the original 
public offering price; (b) the underwrit¬ 
er certifies in writing whether it is an 
Associate of any Licensee and that the 
portion of the offering purchased by the 
Licensee represents newly-issued Equity 
Securities, and that the amount paid by 
the Licensee (less reasonable and custo¬ 
mary underwriting and related charges) 
will be received by the Small Concern; 

(c) if the underwriter is an Associate 
of any Licensee, no fees or charges may 
be retained by such underwriter with re¬ 
spect to the portion of the offering pur¬ 
chased by any Licensee; and (d) Licen¬ 
see maintains records available for SBA 
inspection showing relevant details of 
the transaction, including date, price, 
commissions, etc., paid, if any, and un¬ 
derwriter’s certificate. See also § 107.301 
(e) regarding size status and nondis¬ 
crimination certification. 

(Catalog of Domestic Assistance Program No. 
69.011 Small Business Investment Com¬ 
panies.) 

Dated: September 27, 1977. 

A. Vernon Weaver, 

Administrator. 

IFR Doc.77-34961 Filed 12-6-77;8:45 a.m.l 


[6320-01] 

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

[ 14 CFR Part 221 ] 

[EDR-340; Docket No. 31769; Dated: De¬ 
cember 1, 19771 

AIR CARRIERS AND FOREIGN AIR 
CARRIERS 

Inclusion in Tariffs of a Notice Describing 
Suspension/Replacement Agreements 

AGENCY: Civil Aeronautics Board. 

ACTION: Notice of Proposed Rulemak¬ 
ing. 

SUMMARY: This notice proposes to re¬ 
quire each certificated carrier to include 
in its tariffs on file with the Board a 
notice describing agreements whereby an 
air taxi provides service on behalf of the 
carrier. The Board proposes this re¬ 
quirement to provide public notice of the 
substitution relationship. 

DATES: Comments by January 6, 1978. 

ADDRESSES: Comments should be sent 
to Docket 31769, Docket Section, Civil 
Aeronautics Board, Washington, D.C. 
20428. Docket comments may be ex¬ 
amined at the Docket Section, Civil 
Aeronautics Board, Room 711, Universal 
Building, 1825 Connecticut Avenue, NW., 
Washington, D.C., as soon as they are 
received. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. John Freeman, Office of the Gen¬ 
eral Counsel, 1825 Connecticut Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20428, 202- 
673-5492. 

SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION: The 
Board has permitted carriers on numer¬ 
ous occasions to suspend service between 
points in the 48 contiguous States, so 
long as the carrier enters into an agree¬ 
ment whereby a Part 298 air taxi will 
provide substitute service. Similarly, in 
Part 293 of its Economic Regulations, the 
Board permits certificated air carriers to 
subcontract with air taxi operators to 
provide scheduled service over the Alas¬ 
kan bush routes of the certificated car¬ 
rier. In both situations, the replacement 
air taxi satisfies the service obligations 
of the certificated air carrier and the 
Board typically requires the replacement 
service to be subject to various rate con¬ 
ditions in the certificated carrier’s 
tariff—e.g.. maintenance of joint fares at 
the level that certificated carrier would 
charge. 

The Board tentatively concludes that 
certificated carriers should include in 
their tariffs a notice stating when, where, 
and the extent to which replacement 
service is being provided by a Part 298 
carrier. Such a notice would provide 
formal and legal notice of the replace¬ 
ment service to the public and would 


ensure that the tariff of the certificated 
carrier, including liability provisions, is 
applicable to substitute service. We be¬ 
lieve it is particularly important that 
passengers using substitute service are 
guaranteed the standards of protection 
set forth in the certificated carriers’ 
tariffs. 

Many carriers alreadv have a similar 
tariff notice. Additionally, we note that, 
for Alaskan subcontract agreements, the 
Board’s regulations require notice to the 
traveling public that the air taxi is 
operating as an agent of the certificated 
air carriers, and that the certificated air 
carrier is responsible for the services ren¬ 
dered. Thus, the proposal does not create 
additional substantive obligations and 
should not constitute an undue burden 
on the carriers. 

Proposed Rule 

Accordinglv, it is proposed to amend 
Part 221 of the Board’s Economic Regu¬ 
lations (14 CFR Part 221) as follows: 

Amend 5 221.38(a) by adding a new 
subparagraph (11) to read as follows: 

§ 221.38 Rules and regulations. 

(a) Contents. Except as otherwise pro¬ 
vided in this part, the rules and regula¬ 
tions of each tariff shall contain: 

• • • • • 

(11) When an air carrier operating 
pursuant to Part 298 provides substitute 
air service for a certificated air carrier 
pursuant to Part 293 or as otherwise au¬ 
thorized by the Board, a rule describing 
the substitute service. The rule shall 
name the Part 298 carrier, the air carrier, 
the airport cities between which such 
service is to be provided, and shall state 
that the air carrier’s traffic apply to the 
substitute service. 


* Request for Comments 

Interested persons may take part in 
the rulemaking bv submitting 20 copies 
of written data, views, or arguments on 
the subjects discussed. All relevant ma¬ 
terial received by the date shown at the 
beginning of this notice will be consid¬ 
ered by the Board before taking final 
action on the proposed rules. 

Individual members of the general 
public who wish to express their inter¬ 
est as consumers by informally taking 
part in this proceeding may do so by 
submitting comments in letter form to 
the Docket Section, without having to 
file additional copies. 

(Secs. 102, 204, 403, Federal Aviation Act of 
1958, as amended. 72 Stat. 740, 743. 758: (49 
U.S.C. 1302, 1324, 1373).) 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

Phyllis T. Kaylor, 
Secretary. 

|FR Doc.77-34931 Filed 2-6-77.8:45 am] 
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[6750-01 ] 

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION 

[ 16CFR Part 441 ] 

MOBILE HOME SALES AND SERVICE 

Additional Hearings on Proposed Trade 
Regulation Rule 

AGENCY: Federal Trade Commission. 

ACTION: Additional public hearings 
scheduled at Washington, DC. 

SUMMARY: On May 23, 1977, the Pre¬ 
siding Officer published in the Federal 
Register a Final Notice of a proposed 
trade regulation rule proceeding con¬ 
cerning Mobile Home Sales and Service. 
Hearings in addition to those listed in 
that notice have been scheduled. 

DATES: Public hearings will commence 
in Washington, D.C. at 9:30 ajn. on 
three dates: January 10, January 16, 
and January 23, 1978. 

ADDRESSES: Hearing locations: Room 
532 Federal Trade Commission Building, 
Pennsylvania Avenue at Sixth Street 
NW., Washington, D.C., and Room 2010 
New Executive Office Building. 17th 
Street between Pennsylvania Avenue and 
H Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Charles A. Taylor III, 202-523-3660, 

Federal Trade Commission, Penn¬ 
sylvania Avenue at Sixth Street NW., 

Washington, D.C. 20580. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
On May 23. 1977, the Presiding Officer 
published in the Federal Register (42 
FR 26398) a Final Notice of a proposed 
trade regulation rule proceeding con¬ 
cerning Mobile Home Sales and Service. 
The Notice included a schedule of dates 
and places of public hearings to be held 
in the proceeding. 

In that Notice a public hearing was 
scheduled for San Francisco. Calif., 
commencing December 5, 1977. Prospec¬ 
tive witnesses for that hearing were in¬ 
structed to file their word-for-word 
statements or comprehensive outlines of 
their testimony no later than November 
14. 1977. There was not sufficient time 
scheduled at San Francisco to allow all 
those who complied with the instructions 
of the Final Notice and filed their state¬ 
ments by November 14, 1977, to testify 
at that hearing location. Therefore, the 
Presiding Officer has scheduled addi¬ 
tional hearings for those remaining wit¬ 
nesses to testify. The hearings will be 
held in Washington, D.C, as follows: 

1. One day only, January 10. 1978, com¬ 
mencing at 9:30 a.m. in Room 532. Federal 
Trade Commission Building, Pennsylvania 
Avenue at Sixth Street, NW. 

2. Commencing January 16. 1978, at 9:30 
a m. in Room 532, Federal Trade Commission 
Building. Pennsylvania Avenue at Sixth 
Street, NW. 

3. Commencing January 23, 1978. at 9:30 
a m. in Room 2010 of the New Executive 
Oilice Building, 17th Street between Penn¬ 
sylvania Avenue and H Street, NW. 


Although these are public hearings, 
only those witnesses who had previously 
filed statements and outlines by Novem¬ 
ber 14, 1977 will be allowed to testify. 

Issued: December 2, 1977. 

Raymond L. Rhine, 
Presiding Officer. 

[FR Doc.77-34954 Filed 12-6-77;8:45 am) 


[7020-02 ] 

INTERNATIONAL TRADE 
COMMISSION 
[ 19 CFR Part 200 ] 

EMPLOYEE RESPONSIBILITIES AND 
CONDUCT 

Proposed Canons of Ethics for 
Commissioners 

AGENCY: United States International 
Trade Commission. 

ACTION: Notice of Proposed Rules. 

SUMMARY: The Commission, desiring 
to foster and to maintain the highest 
standards of ethical conduct among 
Commissioners and to avoid even the ap¬ 
pearance of impropriety in each and ev¬ 
ery action of Commissioners, and seek¬ 
ing to enhance the public perception of 
the Commission as an objective, fact¬ 
finding agency with a quasi-judicial role 
in assisting the Congress and the Presi¬ 
dent in the formulation and implemen¬ 
tation of the trade policy of the United 
States, is hereby proposing Canons of 
Ethics containing policies, standards, 
and proscriptions to given the conduct of 
Commissioners. These Canons of Ethics 
not only are to be promulgated as part of 
the Commission’s ethical regulations but 
also are to be included in the Commis¬ 
sion’s Policy Manual. 

DATES: Comments must be received on 
or before January 6, 1978. 

ADDRESS: The Commission invites in¬ 
terested persons to comment on the pro¬ 
posed Canons of Ethics by submitting 
their comments in writing to the Secre¬ 
tary of the Commission, 701 E Street 
NW.. Washington. D.C. 20436. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

The Honorable George M. Moore, 
Counselor for Employee Responsibili¬ 
ties and Conduct, United States Inter¬ 
national Trade Commission, 701 E 
Street NW.. Washington, D.C. 20436, 
telephone 202-523-0144. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
During the course of legislative over¬ 
sight concerning the administration of. 
and authorization of appropriations to, 
the Commission, the Committee on Ways 
and Means of the House of Representa¬ 
tives encouraged the Commission to 
“adopt a code of personal conduct with 
respect to employment of staff, travel, 
speaking engagements, prohibition on 
political speeches and partisan political 
activity, and other matters concerning 


personal conduct of Commissioners and 
staff.” (H. Rep. No. 95-217, 95th Cong., 
1st Sess., at 13 (April 1977)). These pro¬ 
posed Canons of Ethics, specifically 
applicable to Commissioners are in par¬ 
tial response to the Committee’s request 
and will comprise a new Subpart D of 
Part 200, Title 19, Code of Federal Regu¬ 
lations (19 CFR 200.735-124 through 

200.735- 141). Standards of conduct spe¬ 
cifically applicable to both Commission¬ 
ers and staff presently in here in Sub- 
part B of Part 200, Title 19, Code of 
Federal Regulations (19 CFR 200.735- 
104a) through 200.735-113). 

Title 19. Part 200 of the Code of Fed¬ 
eral Regulations is proposed to be 
amended by the addition of a new Sub- 
part D. to be comprised of §§ 200.735-124 
through 200.735-141, as follows: 

Subpart D—Canons of Ethics for Commissioners 
Sec. 

200.735- 124 Purpose. 

200.735- 125 Standards of conduct for Com¬ 

missioners, generally. 

200.735- 126 Constitutional obligations. 

200.735- 127 Statutory obligations. 

200.735- 128 Maintenance of independence. 

200.735- 129 Political activity. 

200.735- 130 Public statements. 

200.735- 131 Funds and travel. 

200.735- 132 Relationships with other Com¬ 

missioners. 

200.735- 133 Relationships with persons who 

may have interests before the 
Commission. 

200.735- 134 Qualification to participate In 

particular matters. 

200.735- 135 Impressions of influence. 

200.735- 136 Ex parte communications. 

200.735- 137 Investigations. 

200.735- 138 Conduct toward parties and 

their counsel. 

200.735- 139 Business Interests. 

200.735- 140 Supervision of Internal organi¬ 

zation. 

200.735- 141 Post-employment responsibili¬ 

ties. 

Authority : E.O. 11222, 3 CFR 306, 311, 
(1964-1965, Comp.); 19 U.S.C. 1330(c)(5); 
19 U.S.C. 1331(a) (3); 19 U.S.C. 1335. 

Subpart D—Canons of Ethics for 
Commissioners 

§ 200.735—124 Purpose. 

Desiring to foster and to maintain the 
highest standards of ethical conduct 
aifiong its Commissioners and to avoid 
even the appearance of impropriety in 
each and every action of Commissioners; 
and 

Seeking to enhance the public percep¬ 
tion of the Commission as cm objective, 
fact-finding agency with a quasi-judicial 
role in assisting the Congress and the 
President in the formulation and the 
implementation of the trade policy of 
the United States; and 
Considering the solemn oath of office 
of Commissioners and their duties to 
perform their constitutional and stat¬ 
utory functions efficiently, without mal¬ 
feasance or neglect of duty in office; 

The Commissioners of the United 
States International Trade Commission 
hereby declare that the policies, stand¬ 
ards and proscrip ons established by this 
subpart shall gmern the conduct of 
Commissioners. 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 42, NO. 235—WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 7, 1977 







61872 


PROPOSED RULES 


§ 200.735-125 Standards of conduct for 
Commissioners, generally. 

The members of the Commission shall 
at all times conduct themselves in the 
discharge of their responsibilities in a 
manner which commands the respect 
and confidence of others in the integrity 
and impartiality of the Commission. 
Commissioners shall completely famil¬ 
iarize themselves with, and abide by, the 
standards of ethical conduct prescribed 
in (a) Executive Order 11222 (May 11, 
1965); (b) House Concurrent Resolution 
175 (85th Cong., 2nd Sess., July 11.1958); 
and (c) Subpart B of this part. Commis¬ 
sioners shall avoid conduct which either 
results in a conflict of interest or creates 
the appearance of conflict of interest. 
The personal interests of each Commis¬ 
sioner shall in no way influence a deci¬ 
sion of that or any other Commissioner 
concerning one’s official duties and re¬ 
sponsibilities. 

§ 200.735—126 Constitutional obliga¬ 
tions. 

The members of the Commission shall 
fully and faithfully abide by their oaths 
of office in the performance of their 
responsibilities as a Commissioner. 

§ 200.735—127 Statutory obligations. 

In administering the law, members of 
the Commission should enforce compli¬ 
ance with the law by all persons affected 
thereby. In the exercise of the investiga¬ 
tive power delegated the Commission by 
the Congress, Commissioners should con¬ 
fine exercise of that power to the proper 
limits of the law. In the exercise of their 
functions, Commissioners shall honestly, 
fairly and impartially determine the 
rights of all persons under the law. 

§200.735—128 Maintenance of inde¬ 
pendence. 

The Commission is, by design and his¬ 
toric expectation, unique among agen¬ 
cies of the Federal Government. Among 
its primary functions, the Commission 
provides objective fact-finding and tech¬ 
nical assistance in its historic function as 
the advisor to the President or Congress 
in international trade and economic 
matters. It is intended to be an inde¬ 
pendent, nonpartisan body, one of the 
primary functions of which is to ascer¬ 
tain the facts upon which the tariff and 
other foreign trade policies may be deter¬ 
mined by those responsible for such pol¬ 
icy. i.e., the Congress and the President. 
The functions of the Commission are 
both quasi-legislative and quasi-judicial. 
In performing their duties, Commission¬ 
ers should exhibit firm independence and 
reject all efforts by the executive or leg¬ 
islative branches of the government to 
influence their determination of any 
matter being considered by the Commis¬ 
sion. A Commissioner shall npt be swayed 
by partisan demands, public clamor, or 
considerations of personal popularity or 
notoriety; so also a Commissioner should 
be above fear of unjust criticism by any¬ 
one. 


§ 200.735-129 Political activity. 

(a) Recognizing that active participa¬ 
tion by members of the Commission in a 
partisan political campaign of any can¬ 
didate for statewide or national office 
may tend to undermine the confidence of 
the public in the impartiality of the de¬ 
cisional processes of the Commission, 
Commissioners should refrain from ac¬ 
tively participating in any such political 
campaign, including the making of par¬ 
tisan political speeches or the issuance 
of partisan political statements to the 
media in the furtherance of any such 
candidacy. Nothing herein shall be in¬ 
terpreted to preclude a member of the 
Commission from lawfully contributing 
to the party or candidate of one’s choice 
or otherwise supporting such candidate 
or political party in a manner not in¬ 
consistent with this section. 

<b) No member of the Commission 
shall use one’s official authority or influ¬ 
ence for the purpose of interfering with 
or affecting the result of an election (5 
U.S.C. 7324). 

(c) No member of the Commission 
shall use funds or facilities of the Com¬ 
mission to campaign for or to further the 
candidacy of a candidate for a political 
office. 

<d) Members of the Commission shall 
make available for public inspection in 
the Office of the Secretary the extent of 
one's participation in the political cam¬ 
paign of a resident of the Commissioner’s 
immediate household when that resident 
runs for political office during the Com¬ 
missioner’s tenure. This report shall be 
made available not later than 30 days 
following the date of the election. 

§200.735-130 Public statements. 

No member of the Commission, in 
making public statements with respect to 
any policy matter for which the Com¬ 
mission has responsibility, shall repre¬ 
sent oneself as speaking for the Com¬ 
mission, or represent one’s view's as being 
the view's of the Commission, with re¬ 
spect to such matter except to the extent 
that the Commission has adopted the 
policy being expressed (Pub. L. 95-106). 

§ 200.735-131 Funds and travel. 

A Member of the Commission shall 
only expend public funds for purposes, 
including travel, wiiich that Commis¬ 
sioner determines to be necessary and 
authorized for the proper discharge of 
one’s responsibilities. 

§ 200.735—132 Relationships with other 
Commissioners. 

Each Commissioner should recognize 
that differing shades of opinion should 
be anticipated. The free expression of 
opinion is a safeguard against the 
domination of the Commission by a ma¬ 
jority, and is a keystone of the Com¬ 
mission type of administration. How¬ 
ever, a Commissioner should not ex¬ 
press a personal opinion in conflict with 
that of another Commissioner in such a 
manner as to develop animosity or un¬ 


friendliness in the Commission, and 
every effort should be made to promote 
harmony within the Commission. 

§ 200.735-133 Relationship* with per- 
sons who may have interests before 
the Commission. 

In all matters, members of the Com¬ 
mission should administer the law with¬ 
out regard to any personality involved, 
and with regard only to the issues. Mem¬ 
bers of- the Commission shall not ac¬ 
cept gifts, entertainment, or favors from 
persons w r ho are, or may become sub¬ 
ject to their jurisdiction except in ac¬ 
cordance with the provisions of Part 
200, Subpart B of this part. 

§ 200.735—131 Qualification to partici¬ 
pate in particular matters. 

The question of participation by a 
Commissioner in a particular matter 
rests with that individual Commissioner 
in the first instance. Each Commissioner 
should weigh carefully the question of 
one’s qualification with respect to any 
matter. If an interested person suggests 
that a Commissioner should disqualify 
oneself in a particular matter because of 
bias or prejudice, the Commissioner con¬ 
cerned shall, after consultation with the 
Commission’s Ethics Counselor, deter¬ 
mine whetlier to disqualify oneself. 

§ 200.735—135 Impressions of influence. 

A Commissioner should not, by one’s 
conduct, permit the impression to pre¬ 
vail that any person can improperly in¬ 
fluence one, that any person unduly en¬ 
joys one’s favors or that one is affected 
in any w*ay by the rank, position, pres¬ 
tige, or affluence of any person. 

§ 200.735—136 Ex parte communica¬ 
tion*. 

With respect to any proceeding sub¬ 
ject to the provisions of section 8 of the 
Administrative Procedure Act (60 Stat. 
237, 242), as amended (5 U.S.C. 557), 
members of the Commission shall com¬ 
ply with the provisions of subsection 
(d) thereof and the provisions of this 
chapter governing ex parte communica¬ 
tions. 

§ 200.735—137 Investigation*. 

The power to investigate carries with 
it the powder to defame and destroy. In 
determining to exercise their investiga¬ 
tory power. Commissioners shall concern 
themselves only with the facts known to 
them and the reasonable inferences from 
those facts known to them and the rea¬ 
sonable inferences from those facts. A 
Commissioner should never suggest, vote 
for, or participate in any investigation 
for reasons of personal animosity, prej¬ 
udice or vindictiveness, or for reasons of 
publicity or personal interest. The re¬ 
quirements of the particular case alone 
should induce the exercise of the investi¬ 
gatory power. 

§ 200.735—138 Conduct toward parlic* 
and their counsel. 

Commissioners should be temperate, 
attentive, patient and impartial when 
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hearing the arguments of parties or their 
counsel. Commissioners should not con¬ 
done unprofessional conduct by attor¬ 
neys in their representation of parties. 
The Commission should continuously as¬ 
sure that its staff follows the same prin¬ 
ciples in their relationships with parties 
and counsel. 

§ 200.735—139 Business interests. 

No Commissioner shall actively engage 
in any other business, vocation, or em¬ 
ployment than that of serving as Com¬ 
missioner. 

§ 200.733—140 Supervision of internul 
organization. 

Consistent with the Chairman’s du¬ 
ties to (a) appoint and fix the compen¬ 
sation of such employees of the Commis¬ 
sion as one deems necessary (other than 
the personal staff of each Commissioner), 
including the Secretary, (b) procure 
the services of experts and consultants 
in accordance with the provisions of 
section 3109 of title 5, United States 
Code, and (c) exercise and be responsi¬ 
ble for all other administrative func¬ 
tions of the Commission, the Chairman, 
subject to disapproval by a majority vote 
of all the Commissioners in office, shall 
review periodically the internal organi¬ 
zation of the Commission in order to 
assure that such organization handles all 
matters before it efficiently and expedi¬ 
tiously, and to assure that the policies 
and delegations described in the Com¬ 
mission's Policy Manual are imple¬ 
mented faithfully and efficiently. Com¬ 
missioners and particularly the Chair¬ 
man are responsible for developing and 
maintaining a continuity of responsible 
staff at the agency who are capable of 
supervising the agency's staff work. 

§ 200.733—141 Post-employment respon¬ 
sibilities. 

No former Commissioner who person¬ 
ally and substantially participated in a 
matter which was pending in any man¬ 
ner or form in the Commission during 
one’s employment shall be eligible to ap¬ 
pear before the Commission as attorney 
or agent in connection with such mat¬ 
ter. No former Commissioner shall be 
eligible to appear as attorney or agent 
before the Commission in connection 
with any matter which was pending in 
any matter or form in the Commission 
during one’s employment, unless one 
first obtains written consent from the 
Commission. 

Issued: December 1 , 1977. 

By order of the Commission. 

Kenneth R. Mason, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.77-34955 Filed 12-6-77;8:45 am] 


[6560-01 ] 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[ 40 CFR Part 170J 

[FRL 806-7; OPP 40004A] 

FEDERAL CERTIFICATION OF PESTICIDE 
APPLICATORS IN STATES OR ON IN¬ 
DIAN RESERVATIONS WITHOUT AN 
EPA-APPROVED CERTIFICATION PLAN 

AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA, Office of Pesticide Pro¬ 
grams. 

ACTION: Proposed Rule. 

SUMMARY: The Environmental Pro¬ 
tection Agency proposes to amend Part 
171 of Title 40 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations by adding a § 171.11 to en¬ 
able EPA to conduct a Federal program 
for the certification of applicators of re¬ 
stricted use pesticides in those States and 
on those Indian Reservations where 
there is no approved State or Indian Cer¬ 
tification plan in effect. 

The proposed regulations specify the 
requirements which will apply to appli¬ 
cators of restricted use pesticides under 
a Federal certification program. 

DATE: Comments due on or before 
January 6. 1978. 

ADDRESSES: Communications should 
bear the identifying notation OPP- 
40004A and be submitted in triplicate to 
the Federal Register Section, Technical 
Services Division (WH-569), Office of 
Pesticide Programs, U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency, 401 M Street SW>, 
Washington, D.C. 20460. Comments filed 
pursuant to this proposed rule will be 
available for public inspection in the 
office of the Federal Register Section 
during normal work days from 8:30 a.m. 
to 4 p.m. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Lois W. French, Acting Chief, Re¬ 
gional Support Branch, Operations 
Division (WH-570), Office of Pesticide 
Programs, EPA, at the above address, 
telephone 202-755-0356. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
On October 21, 1972, the Federal Insecti¬ 
cide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act 
(FIFRA), 7 U.S.C. 136 et seq., was 
amended. The amended Act requires, 
among other things, EPA to register all 
pesticides and to classify them into 
“general use” or “restricted use” cate¬ 
gories. It also mandates that after Octo¬ 
ber 21,1977. those pesticides classified as 
“restricted use” may only be used by or 
under the direct supervision of a certi¬ 
fied applicator. The applicator certifica¬ 
tion program is designed to ensure safe 
use of pesticides to prevent injury to 
humans and the environment. 


Section 4(a) (1) of the amended FIFRA 
requires EPA to “prescribe standards for 
the certification of applicators of pesti¬ 
cides.” On October 9, 1974 (39 FR 36446), 
EPA published standards for the certi¬ 
fication of applicators of restricted use 
pesticides at 40 CFR Part 171. The same 
section of the Act also provides that if a 
State desires to certify applicators, then 
the Governor of such State shall submit 
to EPA for approval a State plan. On 
March 12. 1975 (40 FR 11698). EPA pub¬ 
lished regulations to govern State plans 
at 40 CFR Part 171. 

EPA has pursued and will continue to 
pursue a policy of encouraging States to 
develop, implement, maintain and en¬ 
force their own certification programs. 
Such an approach recognizes that States 
are in the best position to construct pro¬ 
grams that best meet the needs and 
problems of their particular State. Most 
States have existing staff, experience, 
and knowledge which should better equip 
them to carry out their own certification 
programs. For these and other reasons. 
Congress established a State/Federal co¬ 
operative program which called for 
States to assume primary responsibility 
for actual certification of applicators. 

However, the Agency has no authority 
to require a State to pass enabling legis¬ 
lation and/or to submit a State plan for 
certifying applicators. This leads inevi¬ 
tably to the possibility that one or more 
States will not submit certification plans 
to which the Agency can grant approval. 
It is EPA’s position that Congress in¬ 
tended the Agency to directly certify ap¬ 
plicators under these circumstances. The 
proposed regulations which follow will 
serve as the basis for the development, 
implementation, and conduct of the Fed¬ 
eral certification plan carried out in any 
State where such action by EPA becomes 
necessary. 

On June 30. 1977, an Advance Notice 
of Proposed Rulemaking (42 FR 33352) 
was published in the Federal Register 
advising of the Agency’s intent to de¬ 
velop Federal certification regulations 
and inviting public comment. Comments 
were received from twenty-one individ¬ 
uals and organizations. 

One commenter expressed concern that 
the Agency intends to implement Federal 
certification in any State which does not 
have a fully approved State plan by Octo¬ 
ber 21, 1977, regardless of circumstances. 
This commenter suggested that States 
making a good faith effort to comply with 
the requirements for full plan approval, 
but unable to complete that effort by 
October 21, be given an extension beyond 
that date. By memorandum from the 
Deputy Assistant Administrator for Pes¬ 
ticide Programs to the Regional Adminis¬ 
trators dated August 22,1977. the Agency 
adopted a policy dealing with this issue. 
In sum, the Agency policy is to extend 
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the period for satisfying the require¬ 
ments for full plan approval to those 
States where there is a reasonable expec¬ 
tation that the requirements will be met 
by the time pesticides classified and 
labeled for restricted use begin appearing 
in the marketplace in January, 1978. 
While the amended FI FRA requires ap¬ 
plicators of restricted use pesticides after 
October 21, 1977, to be either certified or 
under the direct supervision of a certified 
applicator, the date itself has relevance 
only in the availability of pesticides clas¬ 
sified for restricted use. Therefore, the 
Agency will consider the status of State 
plans on a State-by-State basis, and will 
initiate Federal certification only in those 
States where there is no reasonable ex¬ 
pectation that the Agency will be able 
to grant full plan approval by or shortly 
after the end of this year. 

Two commenters stated their view 
that the Agency lacks authority to carry 
out a Federal certification program, cit¬ 
ing the absence of express authorization 
in the amended FIFRA. The Agency does 
not share this view. EPA believes that, 
in the event of State inaction or the in¬ 
ability of the Agency to approve a State 
plan. Congress did not intend an absence 
of certification to result. Rather, it is 
EPA’s view that Congress implicitly but 
clearly mandated certification by EPA 
as the viable and proper alternative to 
State action. Reading the whole of the 
amended FIFRA along Vith the record 
of its development leads the Agency to 
no other conclusion. 

Several commenters suggested that 
EPA hold public hearings on' the pro¬ 
posed regulations in order to provide full 
opportunity for public comment. The 
Agency believes that the requirements 
contained in the proposed regulations do 
not vary so significantly from those im¬ 
posed by most States in their own cer¬ 
tification programs so as to make hear¬ 
ings necessary to protect the public in¬ 
terest. Given the parallelism of require¬ 
ments, and the broad distribution of 
copies of a draft of the regulations on 
August 3, 1977, EPA believes that full 
opportunity to study and comment on 
the proposed requirements will have 
been given to all interested parties 
through this notice. 

Several commenters stated that the 
requirements of Federal certification 
should be no more stringent than those 
of State plans approved thus far by the 
Agency. They also expressed concern 
that EPA might seek to limit access to 
certification through difficult education 
or experience requirements. These com¬ 
ments were generated apparently in re¬ 
sponse to a statement in the June 30 Ad¬ 
vance Notice that “• • • it is the view of 
the Agency that it is not required to 
carry out a program identical to one 
which may conceivably have been car¬ 
ried out by the State itself, nor must the 
program be structured or. enforced so 
as to only satisfy minimally the na¬ 
tional standards.” The intent of the 
Agency in making that statement was 
not to forewarn recalcitrant States that 


Federal certification would be punitive 
or overly restrictive in nature, but rather 
to make clear the EPA is not bound to 
implement a plan identical to any 
State’s nor to construct the plan so that 
it is no more demanding than the least 
difficult of those State plans approved 
by the Agency. The purpose of Federal 
certification is to provide opportunity 
which otherwise would have been denied 
to applicators of restricted use pesticides 
to become certified through a reason¬ 
able. comprenensive program. The 
Agency does not believe that strict edu¬ 
cational or experience requirements are 
appropriate to that purpose at this time. 
Neither does the Agency intend through 
any other mecnanism to limit opportu¬ 
nity to become certified. The standards 
for certification under the Federal pro¬ 
gram will be those as previously speci¬ 
fied in 40 CFR 171.4 through 171.6. 

Four commenters suggested that sub¬ 
categories of commercial applicator 
categories be specifically established in 
these regulations. The Agency intends to 
use the ten categories contained in 40 
CFR 171.3, but does not believe, given the 
diversity of use situations among the 
States, that specific subcategories should 
be made applicable nation-wide, as 
would be the case if they were contained 
in the regulations. However, provision is 
made in proposed § 171.11(b) (2) to 
adopt subcategories “as • • ♦ neces¬ 
sary, consonant with the needs of the in¬ 
dividual State or Reservation.” Sub¬ 
categories, if adopted, would be specified 
in the Federal certification plan to be 
implemented in a particular State. As 
with these regulations, opportunity will 
be given for public review* and comment 
on each Federal plan prior to implemen¬ 
tation. 

Four commenters urged the Agency to 
recognize as valid under the Federal pro¬ 
gram certification obtained by applica¬ 
tors from other States pursuant to ap % - 
proved plans, and, implicitly, in those 
States in which Federal certification is 
being carried out, to recognize certifica¬ 
tion granted by the State prior to rejec¬ 
tion or lapse of contingency approval of 
the State plan. The Agency agrees that 
any valid certification held by an appli¬ 
cator should be given consideration. Pro¬ 
vision is made in proposed § 171.11(d) to 
certify applicators “• • * possessing 
any other valid Federal, State or Tribal 
certificate without further demonstra¬ 
tion of competency(,) ” subject to certain 
requirements and criteria specified in the 
proposed section. 

One commenter also urged EPA to 
make a certificate issued by the Agency 
valid in all States. The Agency cannot 
agree to this concept. The validity of the 
certificate will, and should properly, be 
limited to the boundaries of the partic¬ 
ular State in which the Federal program 
is being carried out. The decision as to 
whether to accept an EPA-issued certifi¬ 
cate as valid in any other State will, 
and again should properly, be made by 
each State, and by each EPA Regional 
Office conducting a Federal program in 
any State, in accordance with the certi¬ 


fication procedures and requirements ap¬ 
plicable in the State. 

Several commenters questioned the 
authority of the Agency to require ap¬ 
plicator recertification, but also sug¬ 
gested that, if requirements are estab¬ 
lished, they be no more stringent than 
those imposed by the average State. As 
to authority to require recertification, 
the Agency considers that it derives 
from tlie general authority to conduct 
Federal certification discussed above. It 
should be pointed out that the term 
‘Tecertifiration” has become a short- 
form means of expressing the concept 
embodied in the State Plan Regulations 
at 40 CFR. 171.8(a)(2) which requires 
States to make ”(p) rovisions to ensure 
that certified applicators continue to 
meet the requirements of changing tech¬ 
nology and to ensure a continuing level 
of competency and ability to use pesti¬ 
cides safely and properly.” Most States 
have chosen periodic 1 ‘recertification," 
i.e., certification again, as the best means 
for fulfilling this requirement. Such will 
also be the case under the Federal cer¬ 
tification program. With respect to the 
requirements for recertification, the 
Agency recognizes that the average pe¬ 
riodicity under State programs is ap¬ 
proximately four years for commercial 
applicators and five years for private 
applicators. However, since EPA intends 
the Federal program to be not “aver¬ 
age” but as close to a model as pos¬ 
sible. the Agency proposes to require re¬ 
certification every two years for com¬ 
mercial applicators and every three 
years for private applicators. Farther, 
the Agency intends to require written 
examinations for recertification of com¬ 
mercial applicators. While many States 
offer attendance at periodic training 
courses as an alternative, the Agency 
does not believe that this approach is 
the best means for ensuring a “con¬ 
tinuing level of competency” of commer- 
•cial applicators under a Federal pro¬ 
gram. Private applicators will be offered 
the option of completing any certifica¬ 
tion mechanism in order to satisfy the 
recertification requirement. A final point 
should be made. The differing proposed 
recertification requirements for com¬ 
mercial and private applicators, in the 
Agency's view, are not only reasonable, 
but are also consistent with the man¬ 
date of Section 11(b) of the Act w*hich 
requires the Administrator to “* • * 
establish separate standards for com¬ 
mercial and private applicators.” 

Three commenters questioned the au¬ 
thority of the Agency to require com¬ 
mercial applicators to keep and main¬ 
tain records. In the preamble to the 
State Plan Regulations (40 CFR 171.7- 
10) published March 12,1975, the Agency 
addressed this issue and stated: 

The Agency recognizes that record keep¬ 
ing place3 some burdens on commercial ap¬ 
plicators. However, such burdens are justi¬ 
fied by the great need for records on the use 
of restricted use pesticides in order to man¬ 
age an effective and meaningful regulatory 
program. As for the Agency’s authority to 
require record keeping by certified com¬ 
mercial applicators, it is clear that Congress 
authorized the Imposition of such a re- 
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quirement, although it expressly prohibited 
the Agency from requiring record keeping 
by certified private applicators. 

The Agency sees no reason to modify its 
position. Accordingly, the proposed reg¬ 
ulations make provision for commercial 
applicator record keeping. 

One comment was received concerning 
private applicator certification. This 
commenter advocated completion of 
training as the certification method, and 
suggested that non-readers be afforded 
the opportunity to become certified. The 
proposed regulations include such provi¬ 
sions. In addition, the proposed regula¬ 
tions make provision for written exami¬ 
nations and self-study to be available as 
alternatives to formal training. Provi¬ 
sion is not made, however, for single pur. 
chase/single use or emergency certifica 
tion. Each of these mechanisms would 
require a level of personnel resource com¬ 
mitment beyond the capability of the 
Agency. 

Three commenters expressed concern 
that EPA intends to establish a Federal 
certification program on all Indian res¬ 
ervations lacking approved Tribal plans, 
regardless of the status of the State plan 
of the State within which geographical 
boundary the reservation might be lo¬ 
cated. The Agency has no intention at 
this time of conducting a Federal certifi¬ 
cation program on any reservation lo¬ 
cated within a State which has its own 
approved State plan. The purpose of in¬ 
cluding Indian Reservations in these 
proposed regulations is solely to enable 
EPA to conduct a program on Reserva¬ 
tions should circumstances later war¬ 
rant. 

Pursuant to Section 25(a)(3) of 
FIFRA, as amended, a copy of these pro¬ 
posed regulations was forwarded to the 
Committee on Agriculture of the House 
of Representatives and to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry of the Sen¬ 
ate. These regulations were also sub¬ 
mitted for review to the Scientific Ad¬ 
visory Panel as required by Section 25 
(d). The Panel "• • * determined that 
the proposed regulation was procedural 
in nature and does not involve scientific 
matters which would directly impact on 
health and the environment.” The Panel 
also concluded that “• • • further re¬ 
view and comment by the Panel is not 
warranted.” 

A copy of these regulations was also 
provided to the Secretary of Agriculture 
for comment in accordance with Section 
25(a)(2)(A). The Department of Agri¬ 
culture stated in response that ”(w)e 
have reviewed this proposal as well as 
earlier drafts and have no recommended 
changes.” The Department also stated 
that “(t)here is no need to publish this 
response (in its entirety) in the Federal 
Register.” 

Note. —The Environmental Protection 
Agency has determined that this document 
does not contain a major proposal requiring 
preparation of an Economic Impact Analysis 
under Executive Orders 11821 and 11949 and 
OMB Circular A-107. 

The Agency proposes to amend 40 
CFR Part 171 as follows: 


40 CFR Part 171 is amended by adding 
§ 171.11 to read as follows: 

§171.11 Federal certification of pesti¬ 
cide applicators in States or on 
Indian reservations without an ap¬ 
proved State or tribal certification 
plan. 

This section applies to applicators in 
States and on Indian Reservation 
where there is no plan developed by the 
State or Tribal government, and ap¬ 
proved by the Administrator, in effect. 

(a) Certification requirement. Every 
person using or supervising the use of 
any pesticide classified for restricted use 
shall first comply with the applicator 
certification requirements of the amend¬ 
ed FIFRA and the regulations promul¬ 
gated thereunder, except that a compe¬ 
tent person who is not certified may use 
a restricted use pesticide under the di¬ 
rect supervision of a certified applicator. 
The certification requirements may be 
fulfilled under an approved State, Tribal 
or Federal certification plan, whichever 
is appropriate. 

(b) Certification of commercial ap¬ 
plicators. —(1) Categories for commer¬ 
cial applicators —Categories used in this 
section are the same as those listed in 
40 CFR 171.3(b). Determination of com¬ 
petency in each category shall conform 
to the requirements of 40 CFR 171.4(a). 

(2) Subcategories. The Administrator 
may adopt subcategories as he or she 
deems necessary, consonant with the 
needs of the individual State or Reser¬ 
vation. 

(3) Standards for certification. The 
standards of competency for certifi¬ 
cation of commercial applicators un¬ 
der this section are the same as those 
listed in 40 CFR 171.4 <b) and <c) and 
171.6. 

(4) Certification procedure. Any in¬ 
dividual who desires to be certified or 
recertified under this paragraph shall 
complete the EPA certification form and 
submit the form to the appropriate EPA 
Regional Office. In order to be certified 
as a commercial applicator under this 
paragraph, an individual must take and 
pass written examinations approved by 
the Administrator and administered by 
the Administrator or any other party 
approved by him or her. The written 
examinations will be based on general 
standards found in 40 CFR 171.4(b), 
the specific category standards found 
in 40 CFR 171.4(c), as appropriate, 
and the standards for supervision 
found in 40 CFR 171.6. The Admin¬ 
istrator will notify the individual in 
writing of the results of the examina¬ 
tions within 45 days unless special cir¬ 
cumstances justify a longer time period. 
The Administrator will issue each suc¬ 
cessful individual a commercial appli¬ 
cator certificate for the category (ies) 
and/or subcategory (ies) in which he or 
she has qualified. A commercial appli¬ 
cator certificate is valid for a period of 
two years from the date of issuance, un¬ 
less earlier suspended or revoked by the 
Administrator, and is valid within the 
State or Indian Reservation named on 
the certificate. 


(5) Reexamination. Individuals fail¬ 
ing to pass the required certification ex¬ 
amination (s) may be reexamined after 
notification of failure. Each individual 
seeking reexamination need take only the 
examination(s) which he or she origi¬ 
nally failed. Individuals taking more 
than one category or subcategory exami¬ 
nation will be certified only for the 
category (ies) and/or subcategory (ies) 
for which examinations have been 
passed, provided he or she has passed 
the general examination. 

(6) Renewal of commercial applica¬ 
tor certification. Each certified commer¬ 
cial applicator may be recertified every 
two years by taking and passing written 
examinations as specified in subpara¬ 
graph (4) of this paragraph. 

(7) Record keeping requirements. <i) 
Each certified commercial applicator 
shall keep and maintain true and ac¬ 
curate records of the use and applica¬ 
tion of restricted use pesticides, includ¬ 
ing the following information: 

(A) Name and address of the person 
for whom the pesticide was applied; 

(B) Location of pesticide application; 

(C) Target pest(s); 

(D) Specific crop, commodity, and site 
to which the pesticide was applied; 

(E) Year, month, day and time of ap¬ 
plication; 

(F> Trade name and EPA registration 
number of pesticide applied; 

(G) Amount and concentration in 
pounds or gallons per unit or percent¬ 
ages of active ingredient per unit of the 
pesticide used; 

(H) Types and amounts of pesticides 
disposed, methods of disposal, date(s) of 
disposal, and location of disposal sites; 
and 

(I) Other information as the Admin¬ 
istrator may deem appropriate. 

(ii) Availability of required records. 
Each certified commerical applicator 
shall keep all records required under this 
paragraph current and shall make such 
records available for inspection and copy¬ 
ing by representatives of EPA for a pe¬ 
riod of at least two years from the date 
of use or application of the pesticides. 

(c) Certification of private applica¬ 
tors. —(1) Certification procedures. An 
individual who desires to be certified or 
recertified under this paragraph shall 
complete the EPA certification form and 
submit the form to the appropriate EPA 
Regional Office. In order to be certified 
or recertified as a private applicator to 
use restricted use pesticides, an individ¬ 
ual must be determined competent with 
respect to the use and handling of pesti¬ 
cides. Standards for such determination 
are the same as those listed in 40 CFR 
171.5 and 171.6. The Administrator will 
offer one or more of the following certi¬ 
fication options, at least one of which 
does not reauire the applicator to take 
an examination: 

(i) Approved training course. The in¬ 
dividual may successfully complete an 
approved training course. Approved 
training courses may include, but are not 
limited to. courses sponsored by EPA, 
State cooperative extension services. 
State vocational agriculture courses, or 
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private educational groups. ETach train¬ 
ing course for certification must be ap¬ 
proved for that purpose by the Admin¬ 
istrator and include, at a minimum, (A) 
coverage of the private applicator stand¬ 
ards listed at 40 CFR 171.5 and 171.6; 
and (B> a demonstration that the in¬ 
dividual has successfully completed the 
training course. This demonstration may 
be accomplished by the following, or 
other equivalent, methods as may be ap¬ 
proved by the Administrator: Comple¬ 
tion of a no pass/no fail written ques¬ 
tionnaire, a workbook, or receipt of a 
passing grade in approved course offered 
by an educational institution. 

(ii) Written examination. The individ¬ 
ual may pass a written examination 
approved by the Administrator and 
administered by the Administrator or 
any other party approved by him or her. 

(iii) Self-study program. The individ¬ 
ual may successfully complete a self- 
study learning program approved by the 
Administrator and administered by the 
Administrator or any other party 
approved by him or her. 

(iv) Non-reader certification. Non¬ 
readers may be certified for use of a 
single product for specific use(s) by suc¬ 
cessfully completing an approved train¬ 
ing course as specified in subdivision (i> 
of this subparagraph, or by passage of 
an oral examination approved by the 
Administrator and administered by the 
Administrator or any other party ap¬ 
proved by him or her. Such training 
or testing shall incorporate a specific 
procedure relating to label comprehen¬ 
sion, as described in 40 CFR 171.5(b) (1). 
The Administrator will issue a private 
applicator certificate to each individual 
who successfully completes any available 
certification option. A private applicator 
certificate is valid for a period of three 
years from the date of issuance, unless 
earlier suspended or revoked by the 
Administrator, and is valid within the 
State or Indian Reservation named on 
the certificate. Individuals who. for any 
reason, fail to successfully complete a 
certification option may attempt to com¬ 
plete the same option or, if available, an 
alternative option. 

(2) Renewal of private applicator cer¬ 
tification. An individual may renew his 
or her private applicator certificate by 
successfully completing any available 
certification option. 

(d) Recognition of other certificates. 
The Administrator may issue a certifica¬ 
tion to an individual possessing any 
other valid Federal, State or Tribal cer¬ 
tificates without further demonstration 
of competency. The individual shall sub¬ 
mit the EPA certification form and 
written evidence of valid certification to 
the appropriate EPA Regional Office. The 
Administrator may deny Issuance of such 
certificate if the standards of compe¬ 
tency for each category or subcategory 
identified in the Federal. State or Tribal 
certificate are not sufficiently comparable 


to justify waiving further demonstration 
of competency. The Administrator may 
revoke, suspend, or modify such certifi¬ 
cate if the Federal, State or Tribal cer¬ 
tificate upon which it is based is either 
revoked, suspended, or modified. Unless 
suspended or revoked a certificate issued 
under this section is valid for two years 
for commercial applicators and three 
years for private applicators or until the 
termination date of the original Federal. 
State or Tribal certificate, whichever 
occurs first. 

(e) Grounds for denial, suspension , 
modification or revocation of a certifi¬ 
cate. (1) The Administrator may deny 
issuance of, or suspend, revoke, or modi¬ 
fy, any certificate if he or she finds that 
the individual seeking certification or the 
holder of a certificate has been convicted 
under Section 14<b) of the amended 
FIFRA, has been subject to a final order 
imposing a civil penalt y und er Section 
14(a) of the amended FIFRA, or has 
committed any of the following acts: 

(1) Used any registered pesticide in a 
manner inconsistent with its labeling; 

(ii) Made available for use. or used, 
any registered pesticide classified for re¬ 
stricted use other than in accordance 
with Section 3(d) of the amended FIFRA 
and any regulations promulgated there¬ 
under; 

(iii) Refused to keep and maintain any 
records required pursuant to this sec¬ 
tion; 

(iv) Made false or fraudulent records, 
invoices or reports; 

(v) Failed to comply with any limita¬ 
tions or restrictions on or in a duly issued 
certificate; or. 

(vi> Violated any provision of the 
amended FIFRA and the regulations 
promulgated thereunder. 

(2) If the Administrator denies or re¬ 
vokes a certificate, he or she will notify 
the individual seeking certification or the 
holder of a certificate of: 

(i) The reason(s> for the denial or 
revocation; and 

(ii) The conditions, if any, under 
which the individual may become certi¬ 
fied or recertified. 

(3) If the Administrator suspends or 
modifies a certificate, he or she will noti¬ 
fy the holder of: 

(i) The reason (s) for the suspension 
or modification; 

(ii) The time period during which the 
suspension or modification is effective; 
and 

(iii) Anv additional conditions the Ad¬ 
ministrator may impose. 

(Sec. 4. Federal Insecticide. Fungicide, and 
Rodenticlde Act (FIFRA). as amended (86 
Stat. 973; 89 Stat. 751; (7 U.S.C. 136 et 
seq.)).) 

Dated; November 30. 1977. 

Douglas M. Costle. 

Administrator, 

|FR Doc.77-34929 Filed 12-6-77:8:45 am] 


[6712-01] 

FEDERAL. COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 
[ 47 CFR Part 67 ] 

| Docket No. 212641 

COMMON CARRIERS BETWEEN THE 
UNITED STATES MAINLAND AND HA¬ 
WAII, ALASKA, AND PUERTO RICO/ 
VIRGIN ISLANDS 

Ihtegration of Rates and Services for the 
Provision of Communications by Au¬ 
thorized; Extension of Comment Period 

AGENCY: Federal Communications 

Commission. 

ACTION: Extension of time, Docket 
21264. 

SUMMARY: Pursuant to the request of 
Puerto Rico Telephone Authority and 
Puerto Rico TelephQne Company, the 
date for filing comments and replies be¬ 
fore the Joint Board are extended. 

DATES: Comments due December 12, 
1977; Replies due January 24, 1978. 

ADDRESS: Federal Communications 
Commission. Washington, D.C., 20554. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION: CON¬ 
TACT: 

Francis L. Young, Common Carrier 
Bureau, 632-5550. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Adopted: November 28.1977. 

Released: liovember 29,1977. 

In the matter of integration of rates 
and services for the provision of com¬ 
munications by authorized common car¬ 
riers between the United States Main¬ 
land and Hawaii. Alaska, and Puerto 
Rico/Virgin Islands. 

Bv Chief, Common Carrier Bureau. 
1. The Puerto Rico Telephone Authority 
and Puerto Rico Telephone Company 
(PRTA/PRTC) have petitioned the Fed¬ 
eral State Joint Board for an extension 
of time in which to file comments in this 
proceeding. In Memorandum Opinion 
and Order, FCC 77-659, released Sep¬ 
tember 28. 1977, the Joint Board adopted 
the Commission’s procedures applicable 
to notice and comment rulemaking and 
authorized the Chief. Common Carrier 
Bureau to conduct the routine matters 
of this Joint Board including rulings on 
requests for extensions of time. The in¬ 
stant motion will, therefore, be acted 
upon by the Chief. Common Carrier Bu¬ 
reau consistent with Commission rules 
and practice. 

2. Motions for extensions of time can 
be granted upon showings of good cause 
for an extension and for the period re¬ 
quested. The PRTA/PRTC motion 
merely alleges that the complexity of 
issues involved in this proceeding neces¬ 
sitates the grant of an extension in order 
that a full and complete presentation 
can be prepared for the Joint Board’s 
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consideration. No justification for the 
twenty-two day period is presented. At 
this time, the Joint Board has no record 
before it to determine the complexity of 
the issues involved. Until the comments 
and replies have been reviewed, the Joint 
Board is not able to determine what 
further proceedings would be appropri¬ 
ate in order to carry out its mandate. 
Thus, it is imperative that this proceed¬ 
ing not be delayed. However, since the 
present petition was filed during a holi¬ 
day period which resulted in a delay in 
issuance of this order, a ten day exten¬ 
sion of time is warranted for filing ini¬ 
tial comments. Since the Joint Board, 
upon a proper showing, can also enter¬ 
tain late filed material, this action will 
not prejudice PRTA/PRTC and will en¬ 
able the Joint Board to proceed expedi¬ 
tiously and fairly. 

3. Accordingly, it is ordered. That the 
Motion for Extension of Time in which 
to file comments is granted to the extent 
indicated herein and is denied in all 
other respects, and the times for filing 
comments and replies are extended to: 

Comments: December 12, 1977. 

Replies: January 24,1978. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

Walter R. Hinchman, 
Chief, Common Carrier Bureau. 

[FR Doc.77-34989 Filed 12-8-77;8:45 am] 


[6712-01 ] 

[ 47 CFR Part 73 ] 

[Docket No. 21484; RM-2974] 

FM BROADCAST STATION IN FORKS, 
WASH. 

Proposed Changes in Table of Assignments 

AGENCY: Federal Communications 

Commission. 

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking. 

SUMMARY: Action taken herein pro¬ 
poses the assignment of a first Class A 
FM channel to Forks, Wash. Petitioners, 
Ben E. and Marjorie C. Howard, state 
the proposed station would provide an 
isolated area in the Upper Olympic Pe¬ 
ninsula with local nighttime aural serv¬ 
ice. 

DATES: Comments must be received on 
or before January 5, 1978, and reply 
comments on or before January 25,1978. 
ADDRESSES: Federal Communications 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mildred B. Nesterak, Broadcast Bu¬ 
reau, 202-632-7792. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

In the matter of amendment of § 73.- 


202(b), Table of Assignments. FM Broad¬ 
cast Stations. (Forks, Wash.), Docket No. 
21484, RM-2974. 

Adopted: November 21, 1977. 

Released: November 29, 1977. 

1. petitioner , proposal, comments, (a) 
Petition for rulemaking. 1 filed September 
21, 1977, by Ben E. and Marjorie C. 
Howard (‘'petitioners”), licensees of AM 
Station KVAC, Forks, Wash., proposing 
the assignment of Channel 280A to Forks, 
Wash., as a first FM assignment to that 
community. There were no responses to 
the petition. 

(b) The channel could be assigned in 
full conformity with the minimum dis¬ 
tance separation requirements. 

2. Community data. —(a) Location. 
Forks is situated in the upper Olympic 
Peninsula in Clallam County, approxi¬ 
mately 145 kilometers (90 miles) north- 
v/est of Seattle, Wash. 

(b) Population. Forks—1,328; Clallam 
County—34,770* 

(c) Local Broadcast Service. Local 
service is provided by Class IV AM Sta¬ 
tion KVAC, licensed to petitioners. 

(d) Economic considerations. Peti¬ 
tioners state that, because of the proxi¬ 
mity of the Olympic National Park to 
Forks, the population swells during the 
summer months to approximately 15,000. 
They add that there are winter sports, 
hunting and fishing in the area. As a 
result of this activity, petitioners state 
there are generally a substantial number 
of non-resident campers and visitors in 
the area year-round. 

3. Additional considerations. Peti¬ 
tioners assert that, although Station 
KVAC does provide adequate coverage 
to the area during the daytime, its 250 
watts nighttime power and high night¬ 
time limit of 8.9 raV/m restrict its cover¬ 
age to Forks and the area within a mile 
and a half of the transmitter site. There¬ 
fore, they contend, critically needed in¬ 
formation such as weather, road and fire 
conditions, etc. cannot reach the bulk of 
the population residing in the outlying 
rural areas. Petitioners have submitted 
numerous letters from public and govern¬ 
mental officials attesting to the need for 
an FM station to provide a nighttime 
broadcast service to Forks and the sur¬ 
rounding area. 

4. In light of the above information 
and the fact that the proposed FM sta¬ 
tion would extend the nighttime aural 
service to the isolated upper Olympic 
Peninsula area, the Commission proposes 
to amend the FM Table of Assignments, 
§ 73.202(b) of the rules, with regard to 
Forks, Wash., as follows: 


1 PubUc Notice of the petition was given 
on October 11, 1977, Report No. 1082. 

5 Population figures are taken from the 1970 
U.S. Census. 


City 

Channel Nos. 

Present Proposed 

Vrirt* Wnsh 

.. 280A 



5. Since Forks is located within 402 
kilometers (250 miles) of the U.S.- 
Canada border, the proposed assignment 
of Channel 280A to that community re¬ 
quires coordination with the Canadian 
Government. 

6. Authority to institute rule making 
proceedings; showings required; cut-off 
procedures; and filing requirements are 
contained in the attached Appendix be¬ 
low and the incorporated herein. 

Note. —A showing of continuing interest Is 
required by paragraph 2 of the Appendix 
below before a channel will be assigned. 

7. Interested, parties may file com¬ 
ments on or before January 5, 1978, and 
reply comments on or before January 25, 
1978. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

Wallace E. Johnson, 

Chief, Broadcast Bureau. 

Appendix 

1. Pursuant to authority found in Sections 
4(1), 5(d)(1), 303 (g) and (r), and 307(b) 
of the Communications Act of 1934. as 
amended, and Section 0.281(b)(6) of the 
Commission’s rules, it is proposed to amend 
the FM Table of Assignments, $ 73.202(b) of 
the Commission’s rules and regulations, as 
set forth in the Notice of Proposed Rule- 
making to which this Appendix is attached. 

2. Showings required. Comments are in¬ 
vited on the proposal(s) discussed in the 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking to which this 
Appendix is attached. Proponent(s) will be 
expected to answer whatever questions are 
presented in initial comments. The pro¬ 
ponent of a proposed assignment is also ex¬ 
pected to file comments even if it only resub¬ 
mits or incorporates by reference its former 
pleadings. It should also restate its present 
intention to apply for the channel If it is 
assigned, and, if authorized, to build the sta¬ 
tion promptly. FaUure to file may lead to 
denial of the request. 

3. Cut-off procedures. The following proce¬ 
dures wUl govern the consideration of filings 
in this proceeding. 

(a) Counterproposals advanced in this 
proceeding itself will be considered, if ad¬ 
vanced in initial comments, so that parties 
may comment on them in reply comments. 
They will not be considered if advanced in 
reply comments. (See § 1.420(d) of Com¬ 
mission rules.) 

(b) With respect to petitions for rulo mak¬ 
ing which conflict with the proposal (s) in 
this Notice, they will be considered as com¬ 
ments in the proceeding. and Public Notice to 
this effect will be given as long as they are 
filed before the date for filing initial com¬ 
ments herein. If they are filed later than that, 
they will not be considered in connection 
with the decision in this docket. 

4. Comments and reply comments; service. 
Pursuant to applicable procedures set out in 
§§ 1.415 and 1.420 of the Commission's rules 
and regulations, interested parties may file 
comments and reply comments on or before 
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the dates set forth in the Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking to which this Appendix is at¬ 
tached below. All submissions by parties to 
this proceeding or persons acting on behalf 
of such parties must be made in written 
comments, reply comments, or other appro¬ 
priate pleadings. Comments shall be served on 
the petitioner by the person filing the com¬ 
ments, reply comments shall be served on the 
person(s) who filed comments to which 
the reply Is directed. Such comments and 
reply comments shall be accompanied by a 
certificate of service. (See $ 1.420 (a), (b) and 
(c) of the Commission rules.) 

5. Number of copies. In accordance with 
the provisions of { 1.420 of the Commission’s 
rules and regulations, an original and four 
copies of all comments, reply comments, 
pleadings, briefs, or other docvments shall 
be furnished the Commission. 

6. Public inspection of filings. All filings 
made in this proceeding will be available 
for examination by Interested partis during 
regular business hours in the Commission’s 
Public Reference Room at its headquarters, 
1919 M Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

[FR Doc.77-34991 Piled 12-6-77:8:45 am] 


[6712-01 ] 

[ 47 CFR Part 73 ] 

[Docket No. 20418: RM-2346: RM-2727: 
FCC 77-783] 

TELEVISION TABLE OF ASSIGNMENTS 

Adding New VHF Stations in the Top 100 
Markets 

AGENCY: Federal Communications 

Commission. 

ACTION: Order. 

SUMMARY: The Commission denied a 
request by Springfield Television of 
Utah, Inc., an applicant for a new UHF 
TV station at Salt Lake City, Utah, to 
extend the time for comments in Docket 
20418, the VHF Drop-In proceeding, 
defer action in the proceeding until its 
proposed station could be built and op¬ 
erated, or in the alternative to delete the 
proposed VHF dropped-in assignment at 
Salt Lake City. Thus comments remain 
due December 1, 1977 and reply com¬ 
ments January 6, 1978. 

DATE: Nonapplicable. 

ADDRESS: Federal Communications 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Carol P. Foelak, Broadcast Bureau, 
202-632-7792. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Memorandum Opinion and Order 
Adopted: November 29,1977. 

Released: November 30,1977. 

In the matter of petition for rulemak¬ 
ing to amend Television Table of Assign¬ 
ments to Add New VHF Stations in the 
Top 100 Markets and to Assure that the 
New Stations Maximize Diversity of 
Ownership, Control and Programming, 
Docket No. 20418, RM-2346, RM-2727. 1 

1 See 42 FR 69092, November 16, 1977. 


1. On March 18, 1977, the Commission 
released a Memorandum Opinion and 
Order and Notice of Proposed Rulemak¬ 
ing in this proceeding, VHF TV Top 100 
Markets. 63 F.C.C. 2d 840 (1977). The 
present dates for filing comments and 
reply comments are December 1, 1977, 
and January 6, 1978. respectively. 

2. On November 10. 1977, Springfield 
Television of Utah. Inc. (“Springfield”), 
filed a request to extend the time for fil¬ 
ing comments entitled “Petition to Defer 
the Time for the Filing of Comments or 
in the Alternative to Modify Notice of 
Proposed Rulemaking.** 

3. Springfield has on file an applica¬ 
tion for construction permit for a new 
UHF station on Channel 20, Salt Lake 
City, Utah, and it views the proposals 
in this proceeding, which include a VHF 
assignment dropped-in at Salt Lake 
City, as a threat to UHF development 
and to its proposed station in particular. 
It states that our proposals rely on hy¬ 
potheses to forecast that new UHF sta¬ 
tions could not be profitable enough to 
provide new program service in as short 
a time as could new VHF stations on the 
dropped-in channels. Rather than rely 
on hypotheses, it urges the Commission 
to wait for facts. If its proposed station 
on Channel 20 is built and operated, 
the Commission will be able to deter¬ 
mine from its success or failure whether 
a new VHF assignment should be added 
at Salt Lake City. 

4. Accordingly, Springfield asks the 
Commission to ‘‘defer further action in 
this proceeding and expeditiously grant’* 
.Its application so that the operating 
record of the station would then provide 
the Commission with a basis on which 
to assess the proposals in this proceed¬ 
ing. In the alternative, Springfield asks 
the Commission to delete the proposed 
assignment at Salt Lake City, to remove 
the potential competitor of its proposed 
station. 

5. With reference to its first request, 
the Commission cannot grant Spring¬ 
field’s application now. It was accepted 
for filing October 31, 1977, and has not 
yet been placed on a cut-off list. A min¬ 
imum, of 60 days would have to elapse, 
even assuming no competing applica¬ 
tions were filed, after the date of the 
cut-off list before it could be granted. 
Further, we are unwiling to defer the 
dates for comments for an unknown 
number of years to wait for Springfield’s 
application to be processed, possibly go 
through a hearing, for the station to be 
built, and then operated for a few years 
to determine whether it will be a success. 

6. Springfield’s alternative request, to 
delete the Salt Lake City proposal from 
this proceeding, is untimely. Our decision 
on that proposal will be made in our 
final order in this proceeding after we 
have evaluated all the comments, as we 
stated in the Notice, 63 F.C.C. 2d at 892. 
However, we will consider Springfield’s 
pleading as a comment to the Notice. 


7. It is ordered, That Springfield’s 
petition to extend the time for filing 
comments and for other relief is granted 
to the extent stated in paragraph 6 and 
is otherwise denied. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 3 
William J. Tricarico, 

Acting Secretary. 
[FR Doc.77-35016 Filed 12-6-77:8:45 am] 

[4310-55] 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
Fish and Wildlife Service 
[ 50 CFR Part 20 ] 
WATERFOWL HUNTING 

Proposed Rule Describing Areas in the 
States of Oregon and Washington in 
Which Non-Toxic Shot Will Be Required 
in Hunting Seasons Commencing in 
1978 

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service. 
Interior. 

ACTION: Amendment to Proposed Rule- 
making. 

SUMMARY: In the November 23, 1977 
issue of the Federal Register (42 FR 
59987-90), the Service published a pro¬ 
posed rule which contained descriptions 
of zones where non-toxic shot would be 
required for waterfowl hunting in the 
hunting seasons commencing in 1978 
and terminating in 1979. A proposed 
non-toxic shot zone in the State of Ore¬ 
gon was inadvertently omitted from 
these descriptions and a zone in the 
State of Washington was described in¬ 
correctly. This proposal amends the pro¬ 
posal of November 23, 1977 with respect 
to these two States. 

DATES: Comments on this proposed 
rulemaking will be accepted until Janu¬ 
ary 6. 1978. 

ADDRESS: Submit comments to Direc¬ 
tor (FWS/MBM). UB. Fish and Wildlife 
Service, Department of the Interior, 
Washington, D.C. 20240. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Robert I. Smith, Special Projects Co¬ 
ordinator, Office of Migratory Bird 
Management, Fish and Wildlife Serv¬ 
ice, U.S. Department of the Interior, 
Washington, D.C. 20240. 202-343-8827. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The background information relating to 
this proposal is presented in the Novem¬ 
ber 23, 1977 issue of the Federal Regis¬ 
ter (42 FR 59987-59988). That proposal 
and this amendment were authored by 
Robert I. Smith, Office of Migratory Bird 
Management, U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service, Department of the Interior, 
Washington, D.C. 20240, 202-343-8827. 
Accordingly, the proposed ruling de- 


* Commissioners Lee and Quello dissenting. 
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scribing areas in which non-toxic shot 
would be required in hunting seasons 
commencing in 1978 (42 FR 59990) is 
amended for the State of Washington, 
zone 2, line 10, by removing the word 
westerly and replacing it with the word 
easterly. Also, the State of Oregon should 
be added to the list of Pacific Flyway 
States and the non-toxic shot zone being 
proposed for Oregon is described as 
follows: 

Oregon 

Beginning at the Longview Bridge on the 
Columbia River, thence south on State High¬ 
way 30 to Portland, thence east from Port¬ 


land along Interstate Highway 80N to the 
Bonneville Dam. thence down the Columbia 
River along the Oregon-Washlngton bound¬ 
ary to the Longview Bridge and point of 
origin. 

Note. —The Pish and Wildlife Service has 
determined that this document does not con¬ 
tain a major proposal requiring preparation 
of an Economic Impact Statement under 
Executive Order 11949 and OMB Circular 
A-107. 

Dated: December 1,1977. 

Robert S. Cook, 

Acting Director , United States 
Fish and Wildlife Service . 

(FR Doc.77-34932 Filed 12-6-77;8:45 ami 
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[ 3410 - 07 ] 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Farmers Home Administration 

[Notice of Designation No. A529] 

CALIFORNIA 

Designation of Emergency Areas 

The Secretary of Agriculture has de¬ 
termined that farming, ranching, or 
aquaculture operations have been sub¬ 
stantially affected in Tulare County, 
Calif., as a result of excessive rainfall 
August 17, 1977. 

Therefore, the Secretary has desig¬ 
nated this area as eligible for emergen¬ 
cy loans pursuant to the provisions of 
the Consolidated Farm and Rural De¬ 
velopment Act, as amended, and the 
provisions of 7 CFR 1904 Subpart C. 
Exhibit D. Paragraph V B, including 
the recommendation of Governor 
Edmund G. Brown, Jr., that such des¬ 
ignation be made. 

Applications for emergen6y loans 
must be receive^ by this Department 
no later than May 18, 1978, for phys¬ 
ical losses and November 22, 1978, for 
production losses, except that quali¬ 
fied borrowers who receive initial 
loans pursuant to this designation 
may be eligible for subsequent loans. 
The urgency of the need for loans in 
the designated area makes it impracti¬ 
cable and contrary to the public inter¬ 
est to give advance notice of proposed 
rulemaking and invite pubic participa¬ 
tion. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 29th 
day of November 1977. 

Gordon Cavanaugh, 
Administrator , 

Farmers Home Administration. 

CFR Doc. 77-34970 Piled 12-6-77; 8:45 ami 


[ 3410 - 07 ] 

[Notice of Designation No. A5301 

INDIANA 

Designation of Emergency Areas 

The Secretary of Agriculture has de¬ 
termined that farming, ranching, or 
aquaculture operations have been sub¬ 
stantially affected in the following In¬ 
diana counties as a result of tornadoes 
and/or tornado-like winds accompa¬ 
nied by hailstorms and heavy rains 
September 30 and October 1, 1977: 


Fountain; Montgomery; Putnam; Vermil¬ 
lion; and Warren. 

Therefore, the Secretary has desig¬ 
nated these areas as eligible for emer¬ 
gency loans pursuant to the provisions 
of the Consolidated Farm and Rural 
Development Act, as amended, and 
the provisions of 7 CFR 1904 Subpart 
C, Exhibit D, Paragraph V B, includ¬ 
ing the recommendation of Governor 
Otis R. Bowen that such designation 
be made. 

Applications for emergency loans 
must be received by this Department 
no later than May 18. 1978, for phys¬ 
ical losses and November 22, 1978. for 
production losses, except that quali¬ 
fied borrowers who receive initial 
loans pursuant to this designation 
may be eligible for subsequent loans. 
The urgency of the need for loans in 
the designated area makes it impracti¬ 
cable and contrary to the public inter¬ 
est to give advance notice of proposed 
rulemaking and invite public participa¬ 
tion. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 29th 
day of November 1977. 

Gordon Cavanaugh, 
Administrator , 

Farmers Home Administration 

[FR Doc. 77-34968 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 3410 - 07 ] 

[Notice of Designation No. A531] 

LOUISIANA 

Designation of Emergency Areas 

The Secretar y of Agriculture has 
determined that farming, ranching, or 
aquaculture operations have been sub¬ 
stantially affected in Jefferson Davis 
Parish. La., as a result of drought May 
7 through July 14, 1977, and excessive 
rainfall August 3 through September 
10, 1977. 

Therefore, the Secretary has desig¬ 
nated this area as eligible for emergen¬ 
cy loans pursuant to the provisions of 
the Consolidated Farm and Rural De¬ 
velopment Act, as amended, and the 
provisions of 7 CFR 1904 Subpart C, 
Exhibit D. Paragraph V B, including 
the recommendation of Governor 
Edwin W. Edwards that such disigna- 
tion be made. 

Applications for emergency loans 
must be received by this Department 
no later than May 18, 1978, for phys¬ 
ical losses and November 22. 1978, for 
production losses, except that quali¬ 


fied borrowers who receive initial 
loans pursuant to this designation 
may be eligible for subsequent loans. 
The urgency of the need for loans in 
the designated area makes it impracti- 
cable and contrary to the public inter¬ 
est to give advance notice of proposed 
rulemaking and invite public participa¬ 
tion. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 29th 
day of November 1977. 

Gordon Cavanaugh, 
Administrator, 

Farmers Home Administration. 

[FR Doc. 77-34971 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 3410 - 07 ] 

[Notice of Designation No. A5341 

NORTH CAROLINA 
Designation of Emergency Areas 

The Secretary of Agriculture has de¬ 
termined that farming, ranching, or 
aquaculture operations have been sub¬ 
stantially affected in the following 
North Carolina counties as a result of 
drought June 1, 1977, through July 19, 
1977, in Hyde county, and excessive 
rainfall May 23 through 31, 1977, and 
drought June 4, 1977, through July 31, 
1977, in Washington county. 

Therefore, the Secretary has desig¬ 
nated these areas as eligible for emer¬ 
gency loans pursuant to the provisions 
of the Consolidated Farm and Rural 
Development Act, as amended, and 
the provisions of 7 CFR 1904 Subpart 
C, Exhibit D, Paragraph V B. includ¬ 
ing the recommendation of Governor 
James B. Hunt, Jr., that such designa¬ 
tion be made. 

Applications for emergency loans 
must be received by this Department 
no later than May 18, 1978, for phys¬ 
ical losses and November 22, 1978, for 
production losses, except that quali¬ 
fied borrowers who receive initial 
loans pursuant to this designation 
may be eligible for subsequent loans. 
The urgency of the need for loans in 
the designated area makes it impracti¬ 
cable and contrary to the public inter¬ 
est to give advance notice of proposed 
rulemaking and invite public participa¬ 
tion. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 29th 
day of November 1977. 

Gordon Cavanaugh, 
Administrator , 

Farmers Home Administration. 

[FR Doc. 77-34969 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 am] 
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[ 3510 - 25 ] 

department of commerce 

Domestic and International Business 
Administration 

NATIONAL RADIO ASTRONOMY 
OBSERVATORY 

Decision on Application tor Duty-Free Entry of 
Scientific Article 

The following is a decision on an ap¬ 
plication for duty-free entry of a scien¬ 
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) of 
the Educational. Scientific, and Cul¬ 
tural Materials Importation Act of 
1966 (Pub. L. 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and 
the regulations issued thereunder as 
amended (15 CFR Part 301). 

A copy of the record pertaining to 
this decision is available for public 
review during ordinary business hours 
of the Department of Commerce, at 
the Office of Import Programs. De¬ 
partment of Commerce, Washington, 
D.C. 20230. 

Do cket No.: 77-00267. Applicant: 
National Radio Astronomy Observa¬ 
tory. Associated Universities, Inc., 2010 
N. Forbes Boulevard, suite 100, 
Tucson, Ariz. 85705. Article: Klystron 
Model VRT-2123B and Matching Heat 
Sink VAT-2002B14. Manufacturer: 
Varian Associates of Canada, Ltd., 
Canada. Intended use of article: The 
article is intended to be used as a 
phase-locked local oscillator in a milli¬ 
meter wave radio astronomy receiver. 
This receiver is used in conjunction 
with a microwave antenna to measure 
the intensity, polarization, frequency, 
and direction of cosmic radiation. 

Comments: No comments have been 
received with respect to this applica¬ 
tion. 

Decision: Application approved. No 
instrument or apparatus of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign article, 
for such purposes as this article is in¬ 
tended to be used, is being manufac¬ 
tured in the United States. Reasons: 
The foreign article provides a frequen¬ 
cy in the range between 110-140 giga¬ 
hertz. The National Bureau of Stan¬ 
dards (NBS) advises in its memoran¬ 
dum dated October 25, 1977, that (1) 
the capability of the article described 
above is pertinent to the applicant’s 
research purposes and (2) it knows of 
no domestic instrument of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign article 
for the applicant’s intended use. 

The Department of Commerce 
knows of no other instrument or appa¬ 
ratus of equivalent scientific value to 
the foreign article, for such 1 purposes 
as this article is intended to be used, 
which is being manufactured in the 
United States. 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 11.105, Importation of Duty- 
Free Educational and Scientific Materials.) 

Richard M. Seppa, 
Director, Special Import 
Programs Division. 
[FR Doc. 77-34997 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 ami 


[ 3510 - 25 ] 

REGENTS OF THE UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, 
ET AL. 

Consolidated Decisions on Applications for 
Duty-Free Entry of Electron Microscopes 

The following is a consolidated deci¬ 
sion on applications for duty-free 
entry of electron microscopes pursu¬ 
ant to section 6(c) of the Educational, 
Scientific, and Cultural Materials Im¬ 
portation Act of 1966 (Pub. L. 89-651, 
80 Stat. 897) and the regulations 
issued thereunder as amended (15 
CFR Part 301). (See especially 
§ 301.11(e).). 

A copy of the record pertaining to 
each of the applications in this con¬ 
solidated decision is available for 
public review during ordinary business 
hours of the Department of Com¬ 
merce, at the Special Import Programs 
Division, Office of Import Programs, 
Department of Commerce, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20230. 

Docket Number: 77-00330. Appli¬ 
cant: Regents of the University of 
California, 405 Hilgard Avenue, Los 
Angeles, Calif. 90024. Article: Electron 
Microscope. Model JEM 100 CX/SEG/ 
SQH and Accessories. Manufacturer: 
JEOL Ltd., Japan. Intended use of ar¬ 
ticle: The article is intended to be used 
for investigations of crystalline and 
non-crystalline solids, including nickel- 
base alloys, titanium alloys, steels, 
glass-ceramics, oxides, sulphides and 
minerals. Experiments to be conducted 
involve characterization of defects in 
crystalline solids, determination of 
chemical composition of phases in 
minerals, glass-ceramics and alloys, 
and mechanisms of phase transforma¬ 
tions in the various materials men¬ 
tioned above. In addition, the article 
will be used for educational purposes 
In the courses: Engr. 145-A. Introduc¬ 
tion to Materials Characterization and 
Engr. 244. Transmission Electron Mi¬ 
croscopy. Application received by 
Commissioner of Customs: August 9, 
1977. Article ordered: June 15, 1977. 

Docket Number: 77-00331. Appli¬ 
cant: University of Utah, University of 
Utah Medical Center, Salt Lake City, 
Utah 84132. Article: Electron Micro¬ 
scope, Model JEM-100S with Sheet 
film camera. Manufacturer: JOEL 
Ltd., Japan. Intended use of article: 
The article is intended to be used to 
examine specimens of the nervous 
system suitably fixed, stained, embed¬ 
ded in plastic, thin sectioned and 
placed on formvar coated grids. Var¬ 


ious fixation, embedding and staining 
procedures are used to reveal different 
structures in the nerve cells and glial 
cells in the intercellular matrix. The 
experiments are designed to reveal the 
cellular types and their three-dimen¬ 
sional architecture, including the in¬ 
tercellular relationships in the ner¬ 
vous system of fishes and frogs during 
development. The article will be used 
by postdoctoral trainees, and will be 
part of their training. Application re¬ 
ceived by Commissioner of Customs: 
August 11. 1977. Article ordered: July 
28, 1977. 

Docket Number: 77-00333. Appli¬ 
cant: Regents of the University of 
California, 405 Hilgard Avenue, Los 
Angeles, Calif. 90024. Article: Electron 
Microscope, Model JEM-200 with 
High Resolution Universal Gonio¬ 
meter Double Tilting Stage, and acces¬ 
sories. Manufacturer: JEOL Ltd., 
Japan. Intended use of article: The ar¬ 
ticle is intended to be used in the in¬ 
vestigation of the microstructure of 
heavy-ions irradiated Ni-base alloys; 
deformation microstructure of ferrous 
and non-ferrous alloys and minerals 
such as quartz and olivine; and phase 
transformations in materials. Micros- 
tructural studies will be conducted in 
relation to mechanical and physical 
properties of metal, alloys, ceramics 
and minerals, and irradiation-induced 
swelling in alloys. The article will also 
be used for educational purposes in 
the courses: Engr. 145-A. Introduction 
to Materials Characterization, Engr. 
244. Transmission Electron Micros¬ 
copy. and in Individual Graduate 
Study courses. The objectives of these 
courses are to familiarize the students 
with the principles, operation, and ap¬ 
plications of the techniques of TEM, 
SEM, STEM, and X-ray microanalysis. 
Application received by Commissioner 
of Customs: August 12, 1977. Article 
ordered: June 15, 1977. 

Docket Number: 77-00336. Appli¬ 
cant: Michigan State University, East 
Lansing, Mich. 48824. Article: Electron 
Microscope, Model EM 201 and Plate 
Camera Lot and accessories. Manufac¬ 
turer: Philips Electronics Instruments 
NVD, the Netherlands. Intended use- 
of article: The article is intended to be 
used for instructional use by graduate 
students. However, research of these 
students as related to their M.S. or Ph. 
D. programs in biology, geology, met¬ 
allurgy, biomedicine, etc. will be car¬ 
ried out. The article will be used in 
two courses. “Methods in Transmis¬ 
sion Electron Microscopy” and “Spe¬ 
cial Problems in Electron Microscopy.” 
These courses are intended to provide 
“hands on” experience so that future 
research activities can be carried out. 
Application received by Commissioner 
of Customs: August 12, 1977. Article 
ordered: June 20, 1977. 

Docket Number: 77-00343. Appli¬ 
cant: Baylor College of Medicine. De- 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 42, NO. 235—WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 7, 1977 







61882 


NOTICES 


partment of Cell Biology—1200 Mour- 
sund Avenue, Houston, Tex. 77030. Ar¬ 
ticle: Electron Microscope, Model 
JEM-100CX with side entry gonio¬ 
meter and accessories. Manufacturer: 
The article is intended to be used for 
high resolution transmission and scan¬ 
ning transmission electron microscopic 
studies of the cytoskeletal changes as¬ 
sociated with neoplastic progression in 
fibroblastic tissue and mammary 
epithelial cells. Specifically, the article 
will be used in conjunction with an 
energy dispersive spectrophotometer 
to perform microanalysis of particu¬ 
late material within the fibroblasts 
and mammary epithelial cells both in 
normal and pathological samples. 
Studies will be conducted regarding 
the effects of estrogen on the synthe¬ 
sis of plasma lipoprotein produced in 
the cockeral as studied in the liver. 
The article will also be used for the 
training of medical and graduate stu¬ 
dents. faculty and technical staff in 
electron microscopy. Application re¬ 
ceived by Commissioner of Customs: 
August 22, 1977. Article ordered: June 
29. 1977. 

Comments: No comments have been 
received with respect to any of the 
foregoing applications. 

Decision: Applications approved. No 
instrument or apparatus of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign articles 
for such purposes as these articles are 
intended to be used, was being manu¬ 
factured in the United States at the 
time the articles were ordered. 

Reasons: Each foreign article to 
which the foregoing applications 
relate is a conventional transmission 
electron microscope (CTEM). The de¬ 
scription of the intended research 
and/or educational use of each article 
establishes the fact that a comparable 
CTEM is pertinent to the purposes for 
which each is intended to be used. We 
know of no CTEM that was being 
manufactured in the United States at 
the time each of the articles described 
above was ordered. 

The Department of Commerce 
knows of no other instrument or appa¬ 
ratus of equivalent scientific value to 
any of the foreign articles to which 
the foregoing applications relate, for 
such purposes as these articles are in¬ 
tended to be used, which was being 
manufactured in the United States at 
the time the articles were ordered. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 11.105, Importation of Duty- 
Free Educational and Scientific Materials.) 

Richard M. Seppa, 
Director , Special Import 
Programs Division. 

[FR Doc. 77-34996 Filed 12-6-77: 8:45 am] 


[ 3510 - 25 ] 

UNIVERSITY OF CHICAGO, ET AL. 

Consolidated Decision on Application! for Duty 
Froo Entry of Ultromicrotomei 

The following is a consolidated deci¬ 
sion on applications for duty-free 
entry of ultramicrotomes pursuant to 
section 6(c) of the Educational, Scien¬ 
tific, and Cultural Materials Importa¬ 
tion Act of 1966 (Pub. L. 89-651, 80 
Stat. 897) and the regulations issued 
thereunder as amended (15 CPR Part 
301). (See especially § 301.11(e).) 

A copy of the record pertaining to 
each of the applications in this con¬ 
solidated decision is available for 
public review during ordinary business 
hours of the Department of Com¬ 
merce, at the Special Import Programs 
Division, Office of Import Programs, 
Department of Commerce, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20230. 

Docket No.: 77-00303. Applicant: 
University of Chicago, 5801 South 
Ellis Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 60637. Arti¬ 
cle: Ultramicrotome. Model LKB 
8800A and Accessories. Manufacturer: 
LKB Produkter AB, Sweden. Intended 
use of article: The article is intended 
to be used for studies of the ultras¬ 
tructure of cellular and subcellular 
membranes in heart muscle cells 
under conditions of interest for the 
understanding and treatment of heart 
disease. Various forms of heart disease 
will be produced in rats and rabbits 
whose hearts will subsequently be ex¬ 
amined by electron microscopy. The 
article will also be used in the course, 
“Pharmacological and Physiological 
Sciences 401,” which trains graduate 
students working for their Ph. D. in 
the ultrastructural analysis of heart 
muscle. Application received by Com¬ 
missioner of Customs: July 14, 1977. 
Advice submitted by the Department 
of Health, Education, and Welfare: 
October 21, 1977. 

Docket No.: 77-00306. Applicant: 
New York State Department of 
Health, Division of Laboratories and 
Research, Empire State Plaza, Albany, 
N.Y. 12201. Article: Ultramicrotome, 
Model LKB 8800A and Accessories. 
Manufacturer LKB Produkter AB, 
Sweden. Intended use of article: The 
article is intended to be used for cut¬ 
ting alternate thin and thick sections 
of tumor tissues and other pathologi¬ 
cal tissues which will be investigated 
to aid diagnosis, typing, and grading of 
disease states. The article will also be 
used as part of a training program for 
predoctoral and postdoctoral fellows 
(collaborative programs with Renns- 
laer Polytechnic Institute and Albany 
Medical College). The training pro¬ 
gram adds advanced ultrastructural 
analysis training to the training of 
medical students and research scien¬ 
tists. Application received by Commis¬ 
sioner of Customs: July 19, 1977. 


Advice submitted by the Department 
of Health, Education, and Welfare 
October 21, 1977. 

Docket No.: 77-00307. Applicant: 
University of Wisconsin, 750 Universi¬ 
ty Avenue, Madison, Wis. 53706. Arti¬ 
cle: Ultramicrotome, Model LKB 
8800A and Accessories. Manufacturer: 
LKB Produkter AB, Sweden. Intended 
use of article: The article is intended 
to be used for sectioning mammalian 
cells and microbial specimens of vary¬ 
ing density and fragility. Investiga¬ 
tions will include ultrastructural stud¬ 
ies on normal and cancerous animal 
tissues, developmental studies on mi¬ 
crobial systems, cyto and histochemi- 
cal studies on enzyme and subcellular 
organelle localization in cells and tis¬ 
sues, membrane interactions of various 
cell types, and subcellular changes in 
cells induced by changes in their bio 
chemical and physical environments. 
The objectives pursued in the course 
of these investigations is to under¬ 
stand the distributions of protein in 
cell surfaces and the mechanisms by 
which hormones function in their in¬ 
teraction and postdoctoral fellows will 
learn the techniques of ultrastructure 
and cytochemistry through their re¬ 
search use. Application received by 
Commissioner of Customs: July 19. 
1977. Advice submitted by the Depart¬ 
ment of Health, Education, and Wel¬ 
fare on: October 21, 1977. 

Docket No.: 77-00309. Applicant: 
Edgewater Hospital, 5700 North Ash¬ 
land Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 60660. Arti¬ 
cle: Ultramicrotome, Model LKB 2128- 
010 and Accessories. Manufacturer: 
LKB Produkter AB, Sweden. Intended 
use of article: The article is intended 
to be used to cut ultrathin sections 
from materials of biopsies collected by 
the surgeons in the institution. The bi¬ 
opsies are from various organs such as 
lymph nodes, lung, eye, uterus, 
kidney, liver, bone marrow, and blood. 
Morphological examination of the var¬ 
ious malignant and benign tumors and 
other pathologic lesions in humans 
will be conducted to help in the diag¬ 
nosis of various diseases. The electron 
microscopic study of various human 
organs will contribute to the education 
of the medical staff, residents, and 
medical students. Application received 
by Commissioner of Customs: July 20, 
1977. Advice submitted by the Depart¬ 
ment of Health, Education, and Wel¬ 
fare: October 21,1977. 

Comments: No comments have been 
received with respect to any of the 
foregoing applications. 

Decision: Applications approved. No 
instrument or appartus of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign articles 
for such purposes as these articles are 
intended to be used, is being manufac¬ 
tured in the United States . 

Reasons: Each of the foreign articles 
provides a range of cutting speeds 0.1 
to 20 millimeters per second. The most 
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closely comparable domestic instil¬ 
ment is the Model MT-2B ultramicro¬ 
tome which is manufactured by Ivan 
Sorvall, Inc. (Sorvall). The Model MT- 
2B has a range of cutting speeds from 
0.09 to 3.2 millimeters per second. The 
conditions for obtaining high-quality 
sections that are uniform in thickness, 
depend to a large extent on the hard¬ 
ness, consistency, toughness, and 
other properties of the specimen mate¬ 
rials, the properties of the embedding 
materials, and geometry of the block. 
In connection with a prior application 
(Docket No. 69-00665-33-46500), which 
relates to the duty-free entry of an ar¬ 
ticle that is identical to those to which 
the foregoing applications relate, the 
Department of Health, Education, and 
Welfare (HEW) advised that “Smooth 
cuts are obtained when the speed of 
cutting (among such (other) factors as 
knife edge condition and angle), is ad¬ 
justed to the characteristics of the ma¬ 
terial being sectioned. The range of 
cutting speeds and a capability for the 
higher cutting speeds is. therefore, a 
pertinent characteristic of the ultra¬ 
microtome to be used for sectioning 
materials that experience has shown 
difficult to section.’* In connection 
with another prior application (Docket 
No. 70-00077-33-46500) which also re¬ 
lates to an article that is identical to 
those described above, HEW advised 
that “ultrathin sectioning of a variety 
of tissues having a wide range in densi¬ 
ty, hardness etc.” requires a maximum 
range in cutting speed and, further, 
that the “production of ultrathin 
serial sections of specimens that have 
a great variation in physical properties 
is very difficult.” Accordingly, HEW 
advises in its respectively cited memo¬ 
randa, that cutting speeds in excess of 
4 millimeters per second are pertinent 
to the satisfactory sectioning of the 
specimen materials and the relevant 
embedding materials that will be used 
by the applicants in their respective 
experiments. 

For these reasons, we find that the 
Sorvall Model MT-2B utramicrotome 
is not of equivalent scientific value to 
the foreign articles to which the fore¬ 
going applications relate, for such pur¬ 
poses as these articles are intended to 
be used. 

The Department of Commerce 
knows of no other instrument or appa¬ 
ratus of equivalent scientific value to 
any of the foreign articles to which 
the foregoing applications relate, for 
such purposes as these articles are in¬ 
tended to be used, which is being man¬ 
ufactured in the United States. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 11.105, Importation of Duty- 
Free Educational and Scientific Materials.) 

Richard M. Seppa, 
Director , Special Import 
Programs Division. 

CFR Doc. 77-34998 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 3510 - 25 ] 

UNIVERSITY OF MASSACHUSETTS, ET AL 

Consolidated Decision on Applications for 
Duty-Free Entry of Electron Microscopes 

The following is a consolidated deci¬ 
sion on applications for duty-free 
entry of electron microscopes pursu¬ 
ant to section 6(c) of the Educational, 
Scientific, and Cultural Materials Im¬ 
portation Act of 1966 (Pub. L. 89-651, 
80 Stat. 897) and the regulations 
issued thereunder as amended (15 
CFR Part 301). (See especially 
§301.11(0.) 

A copy of the record pertaining to 
each of the applications in this con¬ 
solidated decision is available for 
public review during ordinary business 
hours of the Department of Com¬ 
merce. at the Special Import Programs 
Division, Office of Import Programs, 
Department of Commerce, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20230. 

Docket No. 77-00350. Applicant: Uni¬ 
versity of Massachusetts, Department 
of Polymer Science and Engineering, 
Amherst, Mass. 01003. Article: Elec¬ 
tron Microscope, Model JEM-100CX/ 
SEG/BST and Accessories. Manufac¬ 
turer: JEOL Ltd., Japan. Intended use 
of article: The article is intended to be 
used for investigation of the micros¬ 
tructure, including distribution of 
phases, crystal structure; phase trans¬ 
formations and distribution of ele¬ 
ments using X-ray microanalysis. The 
materials to be studied are crystalline 
and noncrystalline solids including 
polymers and biopolymers, metal 
alloys, minerals, ceramics. Experi¬ 
ments to be conducted include: low 
dose STEM imaging of radiation sensi¬ 
tive polymer crystal and spherulites; 
BF-DF studies of phase distribution in 
polymer blends; lattice imaging high 
resolution defect studies of metal 
alloys; X-ray microanalysis of phases 
in polymers, minerals, metals, frozen 
microemulsion, frozen biological tis¬ 
sues for spatial distribution maps of 
elements (Z011); crystal structure de¬ 
termination of fine second phases 
using micro diffraction; secondary 
electron imaging of fracture surfaces. 
In addition, the article will be used for 
educational purposes in the courses: 
PSE 721. Electron Microscopy and Dif¬ 
fraction and PSE 722. Electron Micros¬ 
copy Laboratory. Application received 
by Commissioner of Customs: August 
29, 1977. Article ordered: June 10, 
1977. 

Docket No. 77-00354. Applicant: 
State University of New York, Down- 
state Medical Center, Department of 
Anatomy and Cell Biology, 450 Clark¬ 
son Avenue, Brooklyn, N.Y. 11203. Ar¬ 
ticle: JEM 100C/SEG Electron Micro¬ 
scope with eucentric goniometer stage 
and accessories. Manufacturer: JEOL 
Ltd., Japan. Intended use of article: 
The article is intended to be used in 


conducting the following research pro¬ 
jects: 

(i) The ultrastructure of membrane 
fusion sites during myodifferentiation. 

(ii) The structure and chemistry of 
cytofilament insertions at plasma 
membranes of developing skeletal and 
cardiac muscle, platelets, and leuko¬ 
cytes. 

(ill) The structure of newly formed 
intercellular junctions in embryonic 
cardiac muscle. 

(iv) The mapping of membrane anti¬ 
gens potentially involved in cellular 
recognition of various embryonic cell 
types. 

(v) The analysis of Rous sarcoma 
virus (RSV) attachment, entry and re¬ 
lease in cultured, embryonic muscle. 

(vi) The structure of isolated con¬ 
tractile filaments from embryonic 
muscle, heart and platelets. 

Most of the cell biology experiments 
will concentrate on various aspects of 
membrane structure and function. In 
all the projects, the objectives of the 
studies will be to provide structural 
bases for important physiological pro¬ 
cesses. In addition, the article will be 
used for advanced graduate study in 
Cell Biology 201, a laboratory course 
open to Ph. D. candidates in the 
School of Graduate Studies and to 
M.D. students who elect to do ad¬ 
vanced work in cells biology. Applica¬ 
tion received by Commissioner of Cus¬ 
toms: August 30, 1977. Article ordered: 
May 26. 1977. 

Docket No. 77-00357. Applicant: In¬ 
diana University, Purchasing Depart¬ 
ment, 1101 East 17th Street, Bloo¬ 
mington, Ind. 47401. Article: Electron 
Microscope, Model EM 301 with Gon¬ 
iometer Stage and Accessories. Manu¬ 
facturer: Philips Electronics Instru¬ 
ments NVD, the Netherlands. Intend¬ 
ed use of article: The article is intend¬ 
ed to be used for the investigation of 
ultrastructural organization of eukar¬ 
yotic gene activity. The temporal se¬ 
quence involved in the assembly of ri- 
bosomal proteins during RNA tran¬ 
scription and ribosome biogenesis will 
be studied using high resolution 
immune electron microscopy, histo¬ 
chemistry and autoradiography. In ad¬ 
dition, the article will be used to teach 
graduate students who are working to¬ 
wards their Ph. D.'s and M.S.’s as well 
as postdoctoral fellows in various pro¬ 
grams that are conducted by the De¬ 
partment of Biology. Application re¬ 
ceived by Commissioner of Customs: 
September 1, 1977. Article ordered: 
August 24. 1977. 

Docket No. 77-00359. Applicant: The 
University of Chicago. Department of 
Pharmacology and Physiology Sci¬ 
ences. 951 East 58th Street, Chicago, 
Ill. 60637. Article: Electron Micro¬ 
scope, Model EM 201, Plate Camera 
and Accessories. Manufacturer: Philips 
Electronis Instruments NVD, the 
Netherlands. Intended use of article: 
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The article is intended to be used for 
fine structural studies of the brain, by 
a group of neurobiologists. Thin sec¬ 
tions of the central nervous system in 
which particular neuronal processes 
have been labeled by chemical or de¬ 
generative techniques will be studied, 
looking especially at the contact rela¬ 
tionships that are established by the 
fine neuronal processes. The article 
will also be used in the training of 
senior level undergraduate students, 
graduate students and postdoctoral 
fellows in methods and concepts of 
contemporary neurobiology. Applica¬ 
tion received by Commissioner of Cus¬ 
toms: September 1, 1977. Article or¬ 
dered: July 22. 1977. 

Docket No. 77-00360. Applicant: Uni¬ 
versity of Utah, University of Utah 
Medical Center, Salt Lake City, Utah 
84132. Article: Electron Microscope, 
Model JEM-100S with sheet film 
camera and SP1 specimen position in¬ 
dicator and accessories. Manufacturer: 
JEOL Ltd., Japan. Intended use of ar¬ 
ticle: The article is intended to be used 
to examine various types of biological 
specimens, principally, pathological 
and normal tissues obtained from ex¬ 
perimental animals from biopsy or au¬ 
topsy. The article will also be used to 
examine delicate freeze-fracture repli¬ 
cas and negatively stained prepara¬ 
tions of isolated large molecules. The 
various objectives to be pursued in 
these investigations are: (a) To deter¬ 
mine the biological effects and haz¬ 
ards of internally deposited radioiso¬ 
topes including plutonium and radium, 
(b) to better understand the normal 
physiology and morphology of the 
skeleton, particularly the adult skele¬ 
ton and mineral metabolism, (c) to de¬ 
termine the biological events and se¬ 
quences of radiation induced cancer, 
particularly leukemia and osteosarco¬ 
mas, (d) to understand the role of the 
cell surface in immune recognition and 
escape in cancer cells, and (e) to deter¬ 
mine membrane and junctional 
changes due to radiation and effect on 
cancer induction. Application received 
by Commissioner of Customs: August 
31, 1977. Article ordered: June 23. 
1977. 

Docket No. 77-00370. Applicant: Uni¬ 
versity of California, 3175 Miramar 
Road, La Jolla, Calif. 92093. Article: 
Electron Microscope. Model H-500-5 
and Accessories. Manufacturer: Hita¬ 
chi. Japan. Intended use of article: As 
part of ongoing extensive studies on 
the role of silicon in cellular metabo¬ 
lism the article will be used to define 
the composition of newly discovered 
silicon-containing granule in mito¬ 
chondria of the diatom and animal 
cells which may have an important 
role in the processes of biological min¬ 
eralization, e.g., bone formation, pro¬ 
duction of kidney calculi, etc. Another 
project involves the study of the nu- 
cleation and condensation behavior of 


refractory materials in which it is im¬ 
portant to be able to characterize the 
composition, structure and morphol¬ 
ogy of these grains to compare with 
theoretical prediction. A third re¬ 
search project involves the study of 
manganese oxidizing bacteria and the 
characterization of viruses which 
attach to marine bacteria. Application 
received by Commissioner of Customs: 
September 12, 1977. Article ordered: 
July 15. 1977. 

Docket No. 77-00304. Applicant: Na¬ 
tional Institutes of Health, NINCDS, 
Medical Neurology Branch, Building 
10. room 10D20, Bethesda, Md. 20014. 
Article: Electron Microscope, Model 
EM 10A and Accessories. Manufactur¬ 
er: Carl Zeiss, West Germany. Intend¬ 
ed use of article: The article is intend¬ 
ed to be used for studies of human 
muscle biopsies the objective of which 
is to delineate the diagnosis and ulti¬ 
mate cause of human neuromuscular 
diseases. In addition, the article will be 
used in training approximately six 
physician-investigators each year in 
the newest ultrastructure research of 
human neuromuscular diseases. Appli¬ 
cation received by Commissioner of 
Customs: July 14, 1977. Article or¬ 
dered: February 25, 1977. 

Comments: No comments have been 
received with respect to any of the 
foregoing applications. 

Decision: Applications approved. No 
instrument or apparatus of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign articles 
for such purposes as these articles are 
intended to be used, was being manu¬ 
factured in the United States at the 
time the articles were ordered. 

Reasons: Each foreign article to 
which the foregoing applications 
relate is a conventional transmission 
electron microscope (CTEM). The de¬ 
scription of the intended research 
and/or educational use of each article 
establishes the fact that a comparable 
CTEM is pertinent to the purposes for 
which each is inten ded to be used. We 
know of no CTEM which was being 
manufactured in the United States at 
the time each of the articles described 
above was ordered. 

The Department of Commerce 
knows of no other instrument or appa¬ 
ratus of equivalent scientific value to 
any of the foreign articles to which 
the foregoing applications relate, for 
such purposes as these articles are in¬ 
tended to be used, which was being 
manufactured in the United States at 
the time the articles were ordered. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 11.105, Importation of Duty- 
Free Educational and Scientific Materials.) 

Richard M. Seppa, 
Director, Special Import 
Programs Division. 

[FR Doc. 77-34995 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 ami 


[ 3510 - 24 ] 

Economic Dovolopmonf Administration 
BOSTONIAN SHOE CO. 

Petition for o Determination of Eligibility To 
Apply for Trade Adjustment Assistance 

A petition by Bostonian Shoe Co., 
Marble Street. Whitman, Mass. 02382. 
a subsidiary of Kayser-Roth Corp. and 
a producer of footwear for men, was 
accepted for filing on November 28. 
1977, pursuant to section 251 of the 
Trade Act of 1974 (Pub. L. 93-618) and 
§315.23 of the Adjustment Assistance 
Regulations for Firms and Communi¬ 
ties (13 CFR Part 315). Consequently, 
the U.S. Department of Commerce has 
initiated an investigation to determine 
whether increased imports into the 
United States of articles like or direct¬ 
ly competitive with those produced by 
the firm contributed importantly to 
total or partial separation of the 
firm’s workers, or threat thereof, and 
to a decrease in sales or production of 
the petitioning firm. 

Any party having a substantial inter¬ 
est in the proceedings may request a 
public hearing on the matter. A re¬ 
quest for a hearing must be received 
by the Chief, Trade Act Certification 
Division, Economic Development Ad¬ 
ministration, U.S. Department of 
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230, 
no later than the close of business of 
the 10th calendar day following the 
publication of this notice. 

Charles L. Smith, 
Acting Chief, Trade Act Certifi¬ 
cation Division, Office of 
Planning and Program Sup¬ 
port 

[FR Doc. 77-34999 Filed 12-6-77: 8:45 am) 


[ 3510 - 24 ] 

FOX SHOE MFO. CORP. 

Petition for a Determination of Eligibility To 
Apply for Trado Adjustment Attitfonce 

A petition by Fox Shoe Manufactur¬ 
ing Corp., 826 Broadway, New York. 
N.Y. 10003, a producer of footwear for 
women, was accepted for filing on No¬ 
vember 30. 1977, pursuant to. section 
251 of the Trade Act of 1974 (Pub. L. 
93-618) and § 315.23 of the Adjustment 
Assistance Regulations for Firms and 
Communities (13 CFR Part 315). Con¬ 
sequently, the U.S. Department of 
Commerce has initiated an investiga¬ 
tion to determine whether increased 
imports into the United States of arti¬ 
cles like or directly competitive with 
those produced by the firm contribut¬ 
ed importantly to total or partial sepa¬ 
ration of the firm’s workers, or threat 
thereof, and to a decrease in sales or 
production of the petitioning firm. 

Any party having a substantial inter¬ 
est in the proceedings may request a 
public hearing on the matter. A re- 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 42, NO. 235—WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 7, 1977 








NOTICES 


61885 


quest for a hearing must be received 
by the Chief, Trade Act Certification 
Division. Economic Development Ad¬ 
ministration, U.S. Department of 
Commerce. Washington, D.C. 20230, 
no later than the close of business of 
the 10th calendar day following the 
publication of this notice 

Charles L. Smith, 
Acting Chief, Trade Act Certifi¬ 
cation Division, Office of 
Planning and Program Sup¬ 
port 

[FR Doc. 77-35001 Piled 12-6-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 3510 - 24 ] 

INDIAN FOOTWEAR MANUFACTURING CORF. 

Petition for a Determination of Eligibility To 
Apply for Trade Adjustment Assistance 

A petition by Indian Footwear Man¬ 
ufacturing Corp., 431 Southern Boule¬ 
vard. Bronx, N.Y. 10455, a producer of 
footwear for women, was accepted for 
filing on November 29, 1977, pursuant 
to section 251 of the Trade Act of 1974 
(Pub. L. 93-618) and §315.23 of the 
Adjustment Assistance Regulations 
for Firms and Communities (13 CFR 
Part 315). Consequently, the U.S. De¬ 
partment of Commerce has initiated 
an investigation to determine whether 
increased imports into the United 
States of articles like or directly com¬ 
petitive with those produced by the 
firm contributed importantly to total 
or partial separation of the firm’s 
workers, or threat thereof, and to a 
decrease in sales or production of the 
petitioning firm. 

Any party having a substantial inter¬ 
est in the proceedings may request a 
public hearing on the matter. A re¬ 
quest for a hearing must be received 
by the Chief. Trade Act Certification 
Division, Economic Development Ad¬ 
ministration, U.S. Department of 
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230, 
no later than the close of business of 
the 10th calendar day following the 
publication of this notice. 

Jack W. Osburn, Jr., 
Chief, Trade Act Certification 
Division, Office of Planning 
and Program Support 
[FR Doc. 77-35000 Piled 12-6-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 3510 - 24 ] 

SHEPHEARD SHIRTMAKERS, INC. 

Petition for a Determination of Eligibility To 
Apply for Trodo Adjustment Assistance 

A petition by Shepheard Shirt- 
makers, Inc., 358 Fifth Avenue, New 
York, N.Y. 10001, a producer of men’s 
shirts, was accepted for filing on No¬ 
vember 30. 1977, pursuant to section 
251 of the Trade Act of 1974 (Pub. L. 
93-618) and § 315.23 of the Adjustment 
Assistance Regulations for Firms and 


Communities (13 CFR Part 315). Con¬ 
sequently. the U.S. Department of 
Commerce has initiated an investiga¬ 
tion to determine whether increased 
imports into the United States of arti¬ 
cles like or directly competitive with 
those produced by the firm contribut¬ 
ed importantly to total or partial sepa¬ 
ration of the firm’s workers, or threat 
thereof, and to a decrease in sales or 
production of the petitioning firm. 

Any party having a substantial inter¬ 
est in the proceedings may request a 
public hearing on the matter. A re¬ 
quest for a hearing must be received 
by the Chief. Trade Act Certification 
Division, Economic Development Ad¬ 
ministration, U.S. Department of 
Commerce. Washington, D.C. 20230. 
no later than the close of business of 
the tenth calendar day following the 
publication of this notice. 

Charles L. Smith. 

Acting Chief Trade Act Certifi¬ 
cation Division, Office of 
Planning and Program Sup¬ 
port 

[FR Doc. 77-35002 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 3510 - 03 ] 

Maritimo Administration 

LIST OF FREE WORLD AND POLISH FLAG VES¬ 
SELS ARRIVING IN NORTH VIETNAM SINCE 

JANUARY 25, 1966 

The National Security Action Memo¬ 
randum No. 340, dated January 25, 
1966, which prohibited the shipment 
of U.S. Govemment-owmed or fi¬ 
nanced cargoes from the United States 
on foreign-flag vessels if such vessels 
had called at a North Vietnamese port 
on or after January 25, 1966, was re¬ 
scinded by the National Security 
Council effective June 10, 1977. 

In accordance with this action, the 
list of free world and Polish flag ves¬ 
sels arriving in North Vietnam since 
January 25, 1966, as noticed in the 
Federal Register issue of February 
12, 1966 (FR Doc. 66-1631), and subse¬ 
quent notices, is hereby discontinued. 

By Order of the Assistant Secretary 
for Maritime Affairs. 

Dated: December 1, 1977. 

Robert J. Blackwell. 
Assistant Secretary 
for Maritime Affairs. 

[FR Doc. 77-35037 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 3510-13 

National Buroau of Standard* 
COMMERCIAL STANDARD 
Action on Propotod Withdrawal 

In accordance with § 10.12 of the De¬ 
partment’s “Procedures for the Devel¬ 
opment of Voluntary Product Stan¬ 
dards’’ (15 CFR Part 10). notice is 
hereby given of the withdrawal of 


Commercial Standard CS 243-62, 
“Stainless Steel Plumbing Fixtures 
(Designed for Residential Use)." 

It has been determined that this 
standard is technically inadequate and 
that revision would serve no useful 
purpose. The subject matter of CS 
243-62 is adequately covered by the 
American National Standards Insti¬ 
tute’s standard ANSI A112.19.3, 
“Stainless Steel Plumbing Fixtures 
(Designed for Residential Use).” This 
action is taken in furtherance of the 
Department's announced intentions as 
set forth in the public notice appear¬ 
ing in the Federal Register of Octo¬ 
ber 3, 1977 (42 FR 53651), to withdraw 
this standard. 

The effective date for the withdraw¬ 
al of this standard will be February 6, 
1978. This withdrawal action termi¬ 
nates the authority to refer to this 
standard as a voluntary standard de¬ 
veloped under the Department of 
Commerce procedures. 

Dated: December 2, 1977. 

Ernest Ambler, 
Acting Director. 
[FR Doc. 77-34993 Filed 12-C-66; 8:45 am] 

[ 3510 - 25 ] 

COMMITTEE FOR THE IMPLEMENTA¬ 
TION OF TEXTILE AGREEMENTS 
PHILIPPINES 

Increasing the Import Lovol for Cortain Man- 
Mad# Fiber Glov#t and Mitten* 

December 1, 1977. 

AGENCY: Committee for the Imple¬ 
mentation of Textile Agreements. 

ACTION: Increasing the import re¬ 
straint level established for certain 
man-made fiber gloves and mittens in 
category 214 from the Philippines 
during the agreement period which 
began on October 1, 1976 and extends 
through December 31, 1977. 

SUMMARY: Paragraph 9(b) of the Bi¬ 
lateral Cotton. Wool and Man-Made 
Fiber Textile Agreement of October 
15, 1975, as amended, between the 
Governments of the United States and 
the Republic of the Philippines pro¬ 
vides that under certain specified con¬ 
ditions shortfalls in category ceilings 
during one agreement year may be 
carried forward and applied to ceilings 
in the succeeding agreement year. 
Under the terms of this provision of 
the bilateral agreement, the level for 
category 214 is being increased by 
81,542 dozen to a limit of 1,437,767 
dozen pairs for the fifteen month 
period which began on October 1, 1976 
and extends through December 31, 
1977. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 1, 
1977. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION: 

Donald R. Foote, International 
Trade Specialist, Office of Textiles, 
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U.S. Department of Commerce, 
Washington, D.C. 20230. 202-377- 
5423. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
On September 27, 1976, a letter from 
the Chairman of the Committee for 
the implementation of Textile Agree¬ 
ments to the Commissioner of Cus¬ 
tomers was published in the Federal 
Register (40 FR 42234) which estab¬ 
lished the levels of restraint applicable 
to certain specified categories of 
cotton and man-made fiber textile 
products, produced or manufactured 
in the Philippines and exported to the 
United States during the twelve- 
month period which began on October 
1, 1976 and extends through Septem¬ 
ber 30, 1977. A subsequent letter, 
dated August 5, 1977, and published in 
the Federal Register on August 9, 
1977 (42 FR 40304), amended and ex¬ 
tended the bilateral agreement three 
months through December 31, 1977, 
and iuncreased the previously estab¬ 
lished specific levels of restraint to re¬ 
flect the extension. In the letter pub¬ 
lished below the Chairman of the 
Committee for the Implementation of 
Textile Agreements directs the Com¬ 
missioner of Customs to increase the 
level of restraint established for man¬ 
made fiber textile products in Catego¬ 
ry 214, produced or manufactured in 
the Philippines and exported to the 
United States during the fifteen- 
month period which began on October 
1, 1976. 

Arthur Garel, 

Acting Chairman, Committee for 
the Implementation of Textile 
Agreements, U.S. Department 
of Commerce. 

Committee for the Implementation 
of Textile Agreements. 

December 1, 1977. 

Commissioner of Customs, 

Department of the Treasury, 

Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. Commissioner: On Sep¬ 
tember 22, 1976, the Chairman, Com¬ 
mittee for the Implementation of Tex¬ 
tile Agreements, directed you to pro¬ 
hibit entry during the 12-month 
period beginning on October 1, 1976 
and extending through September 30, 
1977, of cotton and man-made fiber 
textile products in certain specified 
categories, produced or manufactured 
in the Republic of the Philippines, and 
exported to the United States, in 
excess of designated levels of restraint. 
The directive of September 22. 1976 
was amended on August 5, 1977 to in¬ 
crease the previously established level 
of restraint in accordance with a 3- 
month extension of the agreement, 
through December 31, 1977. The 

Chairman advised you that the levels 
of restraint are subject to adjust¬ 
ment. 1 


•The term “adjustment" refers to those 
provisions of the Bilateral Cotton, Wool, 


Under the terms of the Arrangement 
Regarding International Trade in Tex¬ 
tiles done at Geneva on December 20, 
1973, pursuant to paragraph 9(b) of 
the Bilateral Cotton, Wool, and Man- 
Made Fiber Textile Agreement of Oc¬ 
tober 15, 1975, as amended, between 
the governments of the United States 
and the Republic of the Philippines, 
and in accordance with the provisions 
of Executive Order 11651 of March 3, 
1972, you are directed, effective on De¬ 
cember 1, 1977 to amend the level of 
restraint established for cotton textile 
products in Category 214 to 1,437,767 
dozen pairs. 9 

The action taken with respect to the 
Government of the Republic of the 
Philippines and with respect to im¬ 
ports of man-made fiber textile prod¬ 
ucts from the Philippines has been de¬ 
termined by the committee for the Im¬ 
plementation of Textile Agreements to 
involve foreign affairs functions of the 
United States. Therefore, the direc¬ 
tions to the Commissioner of Customs, 
being necessary to the implementation 
of such actions, fall within the foreign 
affairs exception to the rule-making 
provisions of 5 U.S.C. 553. This letter 
will be published in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister. 

Sincerely, 

Arthur Garel, 

Acting Chairman, Committee for 
the Implementation of Textile 
Agreements, U.S. Department 
of Commerce. 

(FR Doc. 77-35003 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 3810 - 70 ] 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

Offko of fho Secretary 

DEFENSE SCIENCE BOARD TASK FORCE ON 
ICBMt/M-X 

Advisory Committee Meeting 

The Defense Science Board Task 
Force on ICBMs/M-X will meet in 
closed session January 5-7, 1978 in the 
Pentagon, Arlington. Va. 


and Man-Made Fiber Textile Agreement of 
October 15, 1975, as amended, between the 
Governments of the United States and the 
Republic of the Philippines which provide, 
in part, that: (1) Within the aggregate and 
applicable group limits, specific levels of re¬ 
straint may be exceeded by specified per¬ 
centages; (2) these levels may be increased 
for carryover and carryforward up to 11 per¬ 
cent of the applicable category limit; (3) 
consultation levels may be increased within 
the aggregate and applicable group limits 
upon agreement between the two govern¬ 
ments, and (4) administrative arrangements 
or adjustments may be made to resolve 
minor problems arising in the implementa¬ 
tion of the agreement. 

»The level of restraint has not been ad¬ 
justed to reflect any entries made after Sep¬ 
tember 30,1976. 


The mission of the Defense Science 
Board is to advise the Secretary of De¬ 
fense and the Under Secretary of De¬ 
fense for Research and Engineering on 
overall research and engineering 
policy and to provide long-range guid¬ 
ance to the Department of Defense in 
these areas. 

The Task Force will evaluate alter¬ 
native basing modes for U.S. land- 
based ICBMs. Concepts will be exam¬ 
ined against survivability, cost and 
SALT verification considerations. 

In accordance with section 10(d) of 
Appendix I, Title 5. United States 
Code, it has been determined that this 
task force meeting concerns matters 
listed in section 552b(c) of Title 5 of 
the United States Code, specifically 
subparagraph (1) thereof, and that ac¬ 
cordingly this meeting will be closed to 
the public. 

Maurice W. Roche, 
Director, Correspondence and 
Directives OASD ( Comptrol¬ 
ler ). 

December 2,1977. 

(FR Doc. 77-34974 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 3128 - 01 ] 

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

Economic Ragulatory Administration 

CASES FILED WITH THE OFFICE OF 
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW 

Waak of Novombor 11 Through November 18, 
1977 

Notice is hereby given that during 
the week of November 11 through No¬ 
vember 18, 1977, the appeals and ap¬ 
plications for exception or other relief 
listed in the appendix to this notice 
were filed with the Office of Adminis¬ 
trative Review of the Economic Regu¬ 
latory Administration of the Depart¬ 
ment of Energy. 

Under the DOE’s procedural regula¬ 
tions, 10 CFR Part 205, any person 
who will be aggrieved by the DOE 
action sought in such cases may file 
with the DOE written comments on 
the application within 10 days of ser¬ 
vice of notice, as prescribed in the pro¬ 
cedural regulations. For purposes of 
those regulations, the date of service 
of notice shall be deemed to be the 
date of publication of this notice or 
the date of receipt by an aggrieved 
person of actual notice, whichever 
occurs first. All such comments shall 
be filed with the Office of Administra¬ 
tive Review, Economic Regulatory Ad¬ 
ministration, Department of Energy. 
Washington, D.C. 20461. 

Melvin Goldstein. 

Acting Director, Office of 
Administrative Review. 

November 29, 1977. 
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Aptxndix. —List of cases received by the Office of Administrative Review, November 11 through November 

18. 1977 —Continued 


Date 


Name and location of applicant 


Case No. 


Type of submission 


11/17/77.. Vickers Energy Corp., Wichita, Kans. (If granted: DXE-0185- 
Vickers Energy Corp. would receive an extension DXE-0187. 
of the exception relief granted in the FEA's 
June 17. 1977 decision and order which would 
permit it to increase its prices to reflect nonpro¬ 
duct cost increases In excess of $0.005/gal. for 
natural gas liquid products produced at the 
Mayfield, Patterson, and Putnam-Oswego 
plants.. 


Extension of exception relief 
granted in Vicke rs E nergy 
Corp., ca se No s. FEE-4116 
through FEE-4118 (decid¬ 
ed June 17, 1977) (unre- 
ported decision). 


Notice of objections received, November 11 through November 18.1977 


Date Name and location of applicant 

Case No. 

— 

11/11/77.. Hewit & Dougherty. Refugio, Tex_.......__ 

_DXE-0055. 


Maurice L Brown Co.. Kansas City. Mo. 

.... FEE-4402. 


CFR Doc. 77-34820 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 ami 


[ 6560 - 01 ] 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[FRL 825-6; OPP-33000/527 and 528] 

RECEIPT OF APPLICATION FOR PESTICIDE 
REGISTRATION 

Doto to bo Considered in Support of 
Applications 

On November 19, 1973, the Environ¬ 
mental Protection Agency (EPA) pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register (39 FR 
31862) its interim policy with respect 
to the administration of section 
3(c)(1)(D) of the Federal Insecticide, 
Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act 
(FIFRA), as amended (“Interim Policy 
Statement"). On January 22. 1976, 
EPA published in the Federal Regis¬ 
ter a document entitled “Registration 
of a Pesticide Product—Consideration 
of Data by the Administrator in Sup¬ 
port of an Application' 1 (41 FR 3339). 
This document described the changes 
in the Agency's procedures for imple¬ 
menting section 3(c)(1)(D) of FIFRA, 
as set out in the Interim Policy State¬ 
ment which were effected by the en¬ 
actment of the recent amendments to 
FIFRA on November 28. 1975 (Pub. L. 
94-140), and the new regulations gov¬ 
erning the registration and re-registra- 
tion of pesticides which became effec¬ 
tive on August 4. 1975 (40 CFR Part 
162). 

Pursuant to the procedures set forth 
in these Federal Register documents. 
EPA hereby gives notice of the appli¬ 
cations for pesticide registration listed 
below. In some cases these applica¬ 
tions have recently been received; in 
other cases, applications have been 
amended by the submission of addi¬ 
tional supporting data, the election of 
a new method of support, or the sub¬ 
mission of new “offer to pay" state¬ 
ments. 

In the case of all applications, the la¬ 
beling furnished by the applicant for 
the product will be available for in¬ 
spection at the Environmental Protec¬ 


tion Agency, Room 209, East Tower, 
401 M Street SW., Washington. D.C. 
20460. In the case of applications sub¬ 
ject to the new section 3 regulations, 
and applications not subject to the 
new section 3 regulations which utilize 
either the 2(a) or 2(b) method of sup¬ 
port specified in the Interim Policy 
Statement, all data citations submit¬ 
ted or referenced by the applicant in 
support of the application will be 
made available for inspection at the 
above address. This information (pro¬ 
posed labeling and, where applicable, 
data citations) will also be supplied by 
mail, upon request. However, such a 
request should be made only when cir¬ 
cumstances make it inconvenient for 
the inspection to be made at the 
Agency offices. 

Any person who (a) is or has been an 
applicant, (b) believes that data he de¬ 
veloped and submitted to EPA on or 
after January 1..1970, is being used to 
support an application described in 
this notice, (c) desires to assert a claim 
under section 3(c)(1)(D) for such use 
of his data, and (d) wishes to preserve 
his right to have the Administrator de¬ 
termine the amount of reasonable 
compensation to which he is entitled 
for such use of the data or the status 
of such data under section 10 must 
notify the Administrator and the ap¬ 
plicant names in the notice in the Fed¬ 
eral Register of his claim by certified 
mail. Notification to the Administra¬ 
tor should be addressed to the Product 
Control Branch, Registration Division 
(WH-567). Office of Pesticide Pro¬ 
grams, Environmental Protection 
Agency, 401 M Street SW., Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20460. Every such claimant 
must include, at a minimum, the infor¬ 
mation listed in the Interim Policy 
Statement of November 19, 1973. 

Specific questions concerning appli¬ 
cations made to the Agency should be 
addressed to the designated Product 
Manager (PM), Registration Division 
(WH-567), Office of Pesticide Pro¬ 
grams. at the above address, or by tele¬ 
phone as follows: 


PM 11. 12. and 13-202/755-9315 
PM 21 and 22—202/426-2454 
PM 24-202/755-2196 
PM 31—202/426-2635 
PM 33-202/755-9041 
PM 15. 16. and 17—202/426-9425 
PM 23-202/755-1397 
PM 25-202/426-2632 
PM 32—202/426-9486 
PM 34-202/426-9490 

The Interim Policy Statement re¬ 
quires that claims for compensation be 
filed within 60 days of publication of 
this notice. With the exception of 2(c) 
applications not subject to the new 
section 3 regulations, and for which a 
60-day hold period for claims is pro¬ 
vided, EPA will not delay any registra¬ 
tion pending the assertion of claims 
for compensation or the determination 
of reasonable compensation. Inquiries 
and assertions that data relied upon 
are subject to protection under section 
10 of FIFRA, as amended, should be 
made within 30 days subsequent to 
publication of this notice. 

Dated: December 1, 1977. 

Douglas D. Campt, 
Acting Director, 

Registration Division. 
Applications Received (OPP-33000/527) 

EPA File Symbol 201-UNR. Shell Chemical 
Co., a division of Shell Oil Co.. Agricultur¬ 
al Chemicals, One Shell Plaza. Houston. 
Tex. 77001. PYDRIN INSECTICIDE 2.4 
EMU1SIBLE CONCENTRATE. Active in¬ 
gredients: Cyano (3- 

phenoxyphenyl)methyl-4-chloro-alpha-<l- 
methylethyl) benzeneacetate 30 percent. 
Method of support: Application proceeds 
under 2(b) of the interim policy. PM17 
EPA Reg. No. 352-342. E. I. du Pont de Ne¬ 
mours & Co. (Inc.), Biochemicals Depart¬ 
ment, Wilmington. Del. 19898. LANNATE 
METHOMYL INSECTICIDE. Active in¬ 
gredients: Methomyl S-methyl N- 

((methylcarbamoylloxylthloacetimidate 
90 percent. Method of support: Applica¬ 
tion proceeds under 2(b) of interim policy. 
Republished: Geographical expansion. 
PM12 

EPA Reg. No. 352-370. E. I. du Pont de Ne¬ 
mours & Co. (Inc.). LANNATE METHO¬ 
MYL INSECTICIDE. Active Ingredients: 
Methomyl S-methyl N- 

[(methylcarbaraoyDoxylthioacetimidate 
24 percent. Method of support: Applica¬ 
tion proceeds under 2(b) of the interim 
policy. Republished: Geographical expan¬ 
sion. PM 12 

EPA Reg. No. 352-372. E. I. du Pont de Ne¬ 
mours & Co. (Inc.). VYDATE L OXAMYL 
INSECTICIDE/NEMATICIDE. Active in¬ 
gredients: Methyl N N dimethyl-N-[(meth- 
ylcarbamoyl) oxyj-l-thio- oxamimidate 24 
percent. Method of support: Application 
proceeds under 2(b) of the Interim policy. 
Republished: Added sites. PM 12 
EPA File Symbol 464-LLN. The Dow 
Chemical Co.. P.O. Box 1706. Midland. 
Mich. 48640. BROMINE CHLORIDE AN¬ 
TIMICROBIAL. Active ingredients: Bro¬ 
mine Chloride 99 percent. Method of sup¬ 
port: Application proceeds under 2(a) of 
the interim policy. PM34 
EPA File Symbol 491-EEU. SeUg Chemical 
Industries. Atlanta, Ga. 30336. GERMICI¬ 
DAL DYNAMITE. Active Ingredients: n* 
alkyl (68 percent C12, 32 percent C14) 3.00 
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percent; dimethyl ethylbenzyl ammonium 
chloride n-akyl (60 percent C14. 30 per¬ 
cent C16, 5 percent C12, 5 percent C18) 3 
percent; dimethyl benzyl ammonium chlo¬ 
ride tetrasodlum ethylenediamine tetraa¬ 
cetate 2.30 percent; Sodium metasilicate 
0.50 percent. Method of support: Applica¬ 
tion proceeds under 2(b) of the Interim 
policy. PM33 

EPA Reg. No. 1471-35. Elanco Products Co., 
a division of Ell Lilly and Co.. P.O. Box 
1750, Indianapolis, Ind. 46206. TREFLAN. 
Active ingredients: trlfluralin (a,a,a-tri- 
fluoro-2.6-dlnltro-N, N-dlpropyl-p- tolui- 
dine) 44.5 percent. Method of support: Ap¬ 
plication proceeds under 2(a) of the Inter¬ 
im policy. Republished amendment. PM23 

EPA Reg. No. 1624-104. United States 
Borax Sc Chemical Corp., 3075 Wilshlre 
Boulevard, Los Angeles, Calif. 90010. 
COBEX. Active Ingredients: 

dinitramine(N3, N3-Diethyl-2.4-dinitro-6- 
trlfluoromethyl-m-phenylenediamlne 25 
percent. Method of support: Application 
proceeds under 2(a) of Interim policy. Re¬ 
published: Added uses. PM24 

EPA Reg. No. 7001-148. Occidental Chemi¬ 
cal Co., P.O. Box 198, Lathrop. Calif. 
95330, DURSBAN INSECT SPRAY. 
Active ingredients: Chlorpyrifos (0.0- 
diethyl 0-[3,5,6-trichloro-2-pyridyll phos- 
phorothioate) 6.7 percent. Method of sup¬ 
port: Application proceeds under 2(b) of 
interim policy. Republished: Adding fire 
ants. PM12 

EPA File Symbol 8959-EA. Applied Bio¬ 
chemists. Inc., 5300 West County Line 
Road, 96 North, Mequon. Wis. 53902. 
POOLTRINE. Active Ingredients: 
Polytoxyethylene (dimethylimino) 

ethylene(dimethylimino) ethylene dichlo¬ 
ride] 30 percent. Method of support: Ap¬ 
plication proceeds under 2(b) of Interim 
policy. PM34 

EPA Reg. No. 10120-18. Cerfact Laborato¬ 
ries. P.O. Box 988. Tucker. Ga. 30084. 
VIRO CERF AEROSOL. Active Ingredi¬ 
ents: Ortho-phenylphenol 0.10 percent; 
Para-tetriary-amylphenol 0.05 percent; Es¬ 
sential Oils 0.75 percent; Alcohol 57 per¬ 
cent. Method of support: Application pro¬ 
ceeds under 2(a) of interim policy. PM32 

EPA File Symbol 32741-E. Custom Chemi¬ 
cal Co., 119 E. Palatine Road, Palatine. Ill. 
60067. FORMULA 04.5CD. Active ingredi¬ 
ents: n-Alkyl (60 percent Cl 4. 30 percent 
C16. 5 percent C12, 5 percent C18) di¬ 
methyl benzyl ammonium chlorides 2.25 
percent: n-Alkyl (68 percent C12, 32 per¬ 
cent C14) dimethyl ethylbenzyl ammoni¬ 
um chlorides 2.25 percent; Sodium Car¬ 
bonate 3 percent. Method of support: Ap¬ 
plication proceeds under 2(b) of interim 
policy. PM31 

EPA File Symbol 32741-G. Custom Chemi¬ 
cal Co., FORMULA 03.2CD. Active ingre¬ 
dients: n-Alkyl (60 percent Cl4, 30 percent 
C16, 5 percent C12, 5 percent C18) di¬ 
methyl benzyl ammonium chlorides 1.6 
percent; n-Alkyl (68 percent Cl 2, 32 per¬ 
cent C14) dimethyl ethylbenzyl ammoni¬ 
um chlorides 1.6 percent; Sodium Carbon¬ 
ate 3 percent. Method of support: Applica¬ 
tion proceeds under 2(b) of interim policy. 
PM31 

EPA File Symbol 32741-L. Custom Chemi¬ 
cal Co.. FORMULA 09.ONP. Active ingre¬ 
dients: n-Alkyl (60 percent C14, 30 percent 
C16, 5 percent C12, 5 percent C18) di¬ 
methyl benzyl ammonium chlorides 4.5 
percent; n-Alkyl (68 percent Cl2, 32 per¬ 
cent Cl4) dimethyl ethylbenzyl ammoni¬ 
um chlorides 4.5 percent; tetrasodium eth¬ 


ylenediamine tetraacetate 2 percent; 
Sodium Carbonate 4 percent. Method of 
support: Application proceeds under 2(b) 
of interim policy. Republished: Revised 
offer to pay statement submitted. PM31 

EPA File Symbol 39839-E. Triple T. Enter¬ 
prises. 10335 Ironwood Road. Palm Beach 
Gardens. Fla. 33410. SODIUM HYPO¬ 
CHLORITE. Active ingredients: Sodium 
Hypochlorite 9.0 percent. Method of sup¬ 
port: Application proceeds under 2(b) of 
interim policy. PM34 

EPA File Symbol 40643-R. Rumianca S.p.A., 
Via Grazioli 27. 20161 Milano (Italy). RU¬ 
MIANCA ATRAZINE TECHNICAL. 
Active ingredients: Atrazine (2-chloro-4- 
ethyl-amino-6-isopropylamino-s-triazine 95 
percent. Related Compounds 3 percent. 
Method of support: Application proceeds 
under 2(b) of interim policy. PM25 

EPA File Symbol 41199-R. U.S. Internation¬ 
al Enterprises, P.O. Box 6127, Orange 
Calif. 92667. FRESHPHONE. Active ingre¬ 
dients: Paraformaldehyde 0.8 percent. 
Method of support: Application proceeds 
under 2(a) of Interim policy. PM33 

EPA File Symbol 40954-R. Classic Pools, 
6531 Sunset Strip, Sunrise, Fla. 33313. 
CLASSIC CHLOR. Active ingredients; 
Sodium Hypochlorite 9 percent. Method 
of support: Application proceeds under 
2(b) of interim policy. PM34 

EPA File Symbol 41156-R. Hearn’s Hard¬ 
ware, 1833 North 66 Avenue. Hollywood, 
Fla. 33023. HEARN'S CHLORINATING 
SOLUTION. Active ingredients: Sodium 
Hypochlorite 9 percent. Method of sup¬ 
port: Application proceeds under 2(b) of 
interim policy. PM34 

Applications Received (OPP-33000/528) 

EPA File Symbol 201-UNE. Shell Chemical 
Co., division of Shell Oil Co.. Agricultural 
Chemicals. One Shell Plaza, Houston, 
Tex. 77001. TECHNICAL PYDRIN IN¬ 
SECTICIDE. Active ingredients: Cyano (3- 
phenoxyphenyl) methyl 4-chloro-alpha-(l- 
methylethyl) benzeneacetate 90 percent. 
Method of support: Application proceeds 
under 2(b) of Interim policy. PM17 

EPA File Symbol 201-UNG. Shell Chemical 
Co., suite 200, 1025 Connecticut Avenue, 
Washington. D.C. 20036. BLADEX/ 
ATRAZINE (2:1) 80W HERBICIDE FOR 
CORN. Active ingredients: 2-[C4-chloro-6- 
(et hy iamino >-8-triazin-2-yl ] amino 1 - 2- 
methylpropionitrile 53.4 percent; 2-chloro- 
4-( ethy Iamino )-6-( isopropylamlno )-s-tri- 
azine 25.3 percent. Method of support: Ap¬ 
plication proceeds under 2(a) of interim 
policy. PM25 

EPA Reg. No. 270-110. Famam Co., 2230 
East Magnolia, Phoenix, Ariz. 85001. 
SUPER SWAT FLY REPELLENT. Active 
ingredients: Pyrethrins 0.39 percent; Pi- 
peronyl Butoxide Tech. 0.72 percent; 
(equivalent to 0.58 percent (Butylcarbityl) 
(6-Propylpiperonyl) Ether and 0.14 per¬ 
cent of related compounds); N octyl bicy- 
cloheptene dicarboximide 1.20 percent; 
2,3:4,5-bis (2-butylene) tetrahydro-2-fural- 
dehyde 1 percent; Butoxypolypropylene 
Glycol 10 percent. Method of support: Ap¬ 
plication proceeds under 2(a) of interim 
policy. Republished amendment. PM 17 

EPA Reg. No. 432-449. Penlck. S. B. Penick 
Sc Co.. 1050 Wall Street West, Lyndhurst, 
N.J. 07071. SBP-1382 PRESSURIZED 
HORNET AND WASP SPRAY. Active in¬ 
gredients: (5-Benzyl-3-furyl) methyl 2,2-dl- 
methyl-3-( 2-methylpropenyl) cyclopro¬ 

pane carboxylate 0.150 percent; Related 
Compounds 0.020 percent; Aromatic Pe¬ 


troleum Solvent 0.199 percent; Petroleum 
Distillate 56.62 percent. Method of sup¬ 
port: Application proceeds under 2(b) of 
interim policy. PM17 

EPA Reg. No. 432-455. Penlck. S. B. Penick 
Sc Co. SBP-1382 PRESSURIZED 
HORNET AND WASP SPRAY 0.25 A 
SYNTHETIC PYRETHROID. Active in¬ 
gredients: (5-Benzyl-3-furyl) methyl 2,2-di¬ 
methyl-3-( 2-methylpropenyl) cyclopro¬ 

pane carboxylate 0.250 percent: Related 
Compounds 0.030 percent; Aromatic Pe¬ 
troleum Solven 0.332 percent; Petroleum 
Distillate 56.375 percent. Method of sup¬ 
port: Application proceeds under 2(b) of 
interim policy. PM 17 

EPA Reg. No. 789-58. Woolfolk Chemical 
Works. Inc., P.O. Box 938, Fort Valley, 
Ga. 31030. SECURITY LIME SULPHUR 
SOLUTION. Active ingredients: Calcium 
Polysulphide 30 percent. Method of sup¬ 
port: Application proceeds under 2(a) of 
interim policy. PM21 

EPA Reg. No. 1109-24. Cities Service Co., 
Minerals Group, P.O. Box 5360, Atlanta, 
Ga. 30302. CITCO COPPER CARBON 
ATE. Active ingredients: Copper (in Basic 
Copper Carbonate) 55 percent. Method of 
support: Application proceeds under 2(b) 
of interim policy. PM22 

EPA File Symbol 1124-1 A. Purex Corp., 
Carson, Calif. 90749. GUARDEX ALGAE- 
CIDE 60. Active ingredients: Poly-Cox- 
yethylene (dimethyliminio) ethylene-(di- 
methyiiminio) ethylene dichloride] 60 per¬ 
cent. Method of support: Application pro¬ 
ceeds under 2(b) of interim policy. PM34 

EPA File Symbol 1203-AN. Delta Foremost 
Chemical Corp., 3915 Air Park Street, 
Memphis, Tenn. 38130. FOREMOST 
4949- ES WEED-FREE. Active ingredients: 
Petroleum Distillate 93.95 percent; Bro- 
macil (5-bromo-3-sec-butyl-6-methyluracil) 
1 percent. Method of support: Application 
proceeds under 2(b) of interim policy. 
PM25 

EPA File Symbol 1757-AA. Drew Chemical 
Corp., One Drew Chemical Plaza, Boon- 
ton, N.J. 07005. BIOSPERSE 240. Active 
ingredients: 2.2-Dibromo-3-nitrilopropion- 
amide 5 percent. Method of support: Ap¬ 
plication proceeds under 2(b) of interim 
policy. PM34 

EPA File Symbol 2724-ETL. Zoecon Indus¬ 
tries, Inc., 12200 Denton Drive. Dallas, 
Tex. 75234. PROPOXUR FLEA COLLAR 
RF-101 FOR CATS. Active ingredients: 0- 
Isopropoxyphenyl methylcarbamate 9.4 
percent. Method of support: application 
proceeds under 2(b) of interim policy. 
PM 12 

EPA File Symbol 4581-GGL. Agchem Divi¬ 
sion. Pennwalt Corp., P.O. Box C, King of 
Prussia. Pa. 19406. KNOX OUT 2FM. 
Active ingredients: 0.0-Diethyl 0-(2-isopro- 
pyl-6-methyl-4- 

pyrimidinyDphosphorothio- ate 23 per¬ 
cent; Aromatic petroleum derivative sol¬ 
vent 3.4 percent. Method of support: Ap¬ 
plication proceeds under 2(b) of interim 
policy. PM15 

EPA Reg. No. 4816-240. Fairfield American 
Corp., 100 Niagara Street, Middleport, 
N.Y. 14105. DRI-DIE INSECTICIDE. 
Active ingredients: Amorphous Silica Gel 
95.3 percent; Ammonium Fluosilicate 4.7 
percent. Method of support: Application 
proceeds under 2(b) of interim policy. 
PM17 

EPA File Symbol 6720-EAI. Southern Mill 
Creek Products Co.. Inc., P.O. Box 1096. 
Tampa. Fla. 33601. SMCP SBP-1382 0.25 
percent AQUEOUS INSECTICIDE 
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SPRAY. Active ingredients: (5Benzyl-3- 
furyl) methyl 2.2-dImethyl-3-(2methyl- 
propenyl) cyclopropanecarboxylate 0.250 
percent; Related Compounds 0.034 per¬ 
cent. Method of support: Application pro¬ 
ceeds under 2(b) of interim policy. PM 17 

EPA Pile Symbol 12050-T. Chemco Chemi¬ 
cal Co.. 115 Cole Street, Dallas, Tex. 
75207. HYDROTREAT 300. Active ingre¬ 
dients: PolyCoxyethylene (dlmethyllminio) 
ethylene-(dimethyliminio) ethylene di- 
chloride] 10.0 percent. Method of support: 
Application proceeds under 2(b) of interim 
policy. PM34 

EPA Pile Symbol 12711-0. Ike Carter Pool 
Maintenance. P.O. Box 11064, Port Lau¬ 
derdale. Fla. 33308. IKE-CHLOR POOL 
SANITIZER. Active ingredients: Sodium 
Hypochlorite 9 percent. Method of sup¬ 
port: Application proceeds under 2(b) of 
Interim policy. PM34 

EPA Pile Symbol 21713-0. Durand Cooper¬ 
atives, P.O. Box 160, Durand. Wis. 54730. 
9-23-30 SYSTEMIC-D FERTILIZER 
PLUS INSECTICIDE. Active ingredients: 
0.0-Diethyl S-(2- (ethylthiol) ethyl) phos- 
phorodithioate 0.67 percent. Method of 
support: Application proceeds under 2(b) 
of interim policy. PM 15 

EPA Pile Symbol 30948-EA. Bionomical 
Chemicals & Services. Inc., P.O. Box 4292, 
Chattanooga, Term. 37405. CT-500 AL- 
GAECIDE. Active ingredients: 

PolyCoxyethylene-(dimethyliminio) ethyl¬ 
ene (dimethyliminio) ethylene dichloride) 
5 percent. Method of support: Application 
proceeds under 2(b) of interim policy. 
PM34 

EPA Pile Symbol 39026-R. H & F HDW, 
14455 South Dixie Highway. Miami. Fla. 
33170. H & P EVER CLEAR. Active ingre¬ 
dients: Sodium Hypochlorate 9 percent. 
Method of support: Application proceeds 
under 2(b) of interim policy. PM34 

EPA Pile Symbol 40708-R. TriChem Indus¬ 
tries, Inc., P.O. Box 60462, Austin. Tex. 
87702. KILLS FIRE ANTS. Active ingredi¬ 
ents: 1,1.1, Trichloroethane 94.5 percent. 
Method of support: Application proceeds 
under 2(b) of interim policy. PM 11 

EPA Pile Symbol 40955-R. Miller Asso¬ 
ciates, Division of Hill Bros. Inc., 2605 
Northwest 75th Avenue, Miami, Fla. 
33122. ULTRASWIMM LIQUID CHLOR¬ 
INATING SOLUTION. Active ingredients: 
Sodium Hypochlorite 9 percent. Method 
of support: Application proceeds under 
2(b) of interim policy. PM34 

EPA File Symbol 40959-R. Chemical Sol¬ 
vent Co., P.O. Box 487, Birmingham, Ala. 
35201. CSCO-CIDE 205. Active ingredi¬ 
ents: PolyCoxyethylene (dimethyliminio) 
ethylene-( dimethyliminio) ethylene di- 
chloride] 5 percent. Method of support: 
Application proceeds under 2(b) of interim 
policy. PM34 

[FR Doc. 77-34933 Piled 12-6-77; 8:45 am) 


[ 6560 - 01 ] 

CFRL 820-7; OPP-50347] 

AMERICAN CYANAMIO CO. 

Istuone# of Experimental Uto Permit 

The Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA) has issued an experi¬ 
mental use permit to the following ap¬ 
plicant. Such permit is in accordance 
with, and subject to, the provisions of 
40 CFR Part 172, which Refines EPA 
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procedures with respect to the use of 
pesticides for experimental purposes. 

No. 241-EUP-85. American Cyan amid Co.. 
Princeton, N.J. 08540. This experimental 
use permit allows the use of 320 pounds of 
the herbicide N-(l-ethylpropyl)-3.4-dl- 
methyl-2,6-dinitrobenzenamine on peas to 
evaluate control of various annual grasses 
and broadleaf weeds. A total of 232 acres 
is involved; the program is authorized 
only in the States of California. Delaware. 
Idaho, Maryland, Michigan, Minnesota, 
New York, Oregon, Washington, and Wis¬ 
consin. The experimental use permit is ef¬ 
fective from February 1, 1978 to February 
1, 1979. A temporary tolerance for resi¬ 
dues of the active Ingredient in or on peas 
(succulent) has been established. 

Interested parties wishing to review 
the experimental use permit are re¬ 
ferred to room E-315, Registration Di¬ 
vision (WH-567), Office of Pesticide 
Programs, EPA, 401 M Street SW„ 
Washington, D.C. 20460. It is suggest¬ 
ed that such interested persons call 
202-755-4851 before visiting the EPA 
Headquarters Office, so that the ap¬ 
propriate permit may be made conve¬ 
niently available for review purposes. 
This file will be available for inspec¬ 
tion from 8:30 a.m. to 4 p.m., Monday 
through Friday. 

(Section 5 of the Federal Insecticide. Fungi¬ 
cide, and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA), as 
amended (86 Stat. 973; 89 Stat. 751; 7 U.S.C. 
136(a) et seq.) 

Dated: December 1, 1977. 

Douglas D. Campt. 

Acting Director, 
Registration Division. 
[FR Doc. 77-35035 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 am) 


[ 6560 - 01 ] 

[FRL 826-6; OPP-50350) 

CIBA-GEIGY CORP. 

Issuance of Experimental Use Permits 

The Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA) has issued experimental 
use permits to the following appli¬ 
cants. Such permits are in accordance 
with, and subject to, the provisions of 
40 CFR Part 172, which defines EPA 
procedures with respect to the use of 
pesticides for experimental purposes. 

No 1OO-EUP-50. Ciba-Geigy Corp.. Greens¬ 
boro, N.C. 27409. This experimental use 
permit allows the use of 220 pounds of the 
insecticide 0,0-dlethyl 0-(2-isopropyl-6- 
methyl-4 pyrimidlnyl) phosphorothioate 
on wheat to evaluate the control of brown 
wheat mite, grasshoppers, and green bugs. 
A total of 220 acres is involved; the pro¬ 
gram is authorized only in the States of 
Arkansas. California, Colorado. Idaho. Illi¬ 
nois, Iowa, Kansas, Minnesota. Missouri, 
Montana, Nebraska, New Mexico. North 
Dakota, Oklahoma, Oregon. South 
Dakota. Texas. Utah. Washington. Wis¬ 
consin, and Wyoming. The experimental 
use permit is effective from November 10, 
1977 to November 10, 1978. A temporary 
tolerance for residues of the active ingre¬ 
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dient in or on wheat forage has been es¬ 
tablish ed. 

No. 1471-EUP-58. Elanco Products Co., In¬ 
dianapolis. Ind. 46206. This experimental 
use permit allows the use of 622.25 pounds 
of the herbicide oryzalin on winter wheat 
and soybeans to evaluate control of 
annual weeds and grasses. A total of 830 
acres is involved; the program is autho¬ 
rized only in the States of Alabama, Ar¬ 
kansas. Florida. Georgia, Illinois. Indiana, 
Kansas. Kentucky. Maryland, Mississippi. 
Missouri. Nebraska, North Carolina, Ohio, 
Oklahoma. South Carolina. Tennessee, 
Texas, and Virginia. The experimental use 
permit is effective from November 9, 1977 
to November 9, 1979. A temporary toler¬ 
ance for residues of the active Ingredient 
in or on wheat has been established. 

No. 11273-EUP-13. Sandoz, Inc., Homestead. 
Fla. 33030. This experimental use permit 
allows the use of 240 pounds of the herbi¬ 
cide norflurazon on apples, pears, citrus 
crop, almonds, and grapes to evaluate con¬ 
trol of various grass weeds and broadleaf 
weeds. A total of 148 acres is involved; the 
program is authorized only in the States 
of Arizona, California, Oregon, and Wash¬ 
ington. The experimental use permit is ef¬ 
fective from November 9. 1977 to Novem¬ 
ber 9, 1978. Temporary tolerances for resi¬ 
dues of the active ingredient in or on 
grapes, apples, pears, citrus, almonds, and 
almond hulls have been established. 

Interested parties wishing to review 
the experimental use permits axe re¬ 
ferred to room E-315. Registration Di¬ 
vision (WH-567), Office of Pesticide 
Programs, EPA, 401 M Street SW„ 
Washington, D.C. 20460. It is suggest¬ 
ed that such interested persons call 
202-755-4851 before visiting the EPA 
Headquarters Office so that the ap¬ 
propriate permits may be made conve¬ 
niently available for review purposes. 
These files will be available for inspec¬ 
tion from 8:30 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. 
Monday through Friday. 

(Section 5 of the Federal Insecticide. Fungi¬ 
cide, and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA), as 
amended (86 Stat. 973; 89 Stat. 751; 7 U.S.C. 
136(a) et seq.) 

Dated: December 1, 1977. 

Douglas D. Campt, 
Acting Director, 
Registration Division. 
[FR Doc. 77-35033 Filed 12-7-77; 8:45 am) 


[ 6560 - 01 ] 

(FRL 826-5; OPP-50330A) 

ISSUANCE OF EXPERIMENTAL USE PERMITS 

Correction 

In FR Doc. 77-28023, appearing on 
page 48922 in the issue for Monday, 
September 26, 1977, in No. 524-EUP- 
18, Monsanto Co., in the 14th line. 
“August 23, 1978“ should have read 
“August 23. 1979.“ 

Dated: December 1, 1977. 

Douglas D. Campt, 
Acting Director, 
Registration Division. 
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[ 6560 - 01 ] 

IFRL 826-1; OPP-180164] 

MICHIGAN STATE DEPARTMENT OF 
AGRICULTURE 

Ittuonco of Specific Exemption To Uto Thia¬ 
bendazole To Control Fungi in Storod Sugar 

Beett 

The Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA), has granted a specific 
exemption to the Michigan State De¬ 
partment of Agriculture (hereafter re¬ 
ferred to as the “Applicant"), for post¬ 
harvest application of thiabendazole 
.to control various fungi threatening 
100,000 tons of sugar beets in storage 
areas in Michigan. This exemption was 
granted in accordance with, and is sub¬ 
ject to, the provisions of 40 CFR Part 
166, which prescribes requirements for 
exemption of Federal and State agen¬ 
cies for use of pesticides under emer¬ 
gency conditions. 

This notice contains a summary of 
certain information required by regu¬ 
lation to be included in the notice. For 
more detailed information, interested 
parties are referred to the application 
on file with the Registration Division 
(WH-567), Office of Pesticide Pro¬ 
grams, EPA, 401 M Street SW.. room 
E-315, Washington, D.C. 20460. 

According to the Applicant, about 
100,000 tons of sugar beets are await¬ 
ing processing and could become in¬ 
fested with various fungi such as Peni- 
ciUium, Botrytis, Phoma, and others. 
These fungi cause deterioration while 
the beets are in storage, resulting in a 
decline of the sugar content of the 
beets. These fungal diseases occur nat¬ 
urally in sugar beets; however, only 
those beets to be stored for more than 
seventy-five days could be seriously af¬ 
fected. Fungal deterioration results in 
loss of processed sugar, loss of stored 
beets, and causes filter fouling which 
increases discharges of suspended 
solids and decreases sugar recovery. 
The Applicant anticipates that this 
treatment will increase production by 
9.6 pounds per ton of beets; the esti¬ 
mated savings resulting from treat¬ 
ment of 100,000 tons of sugar beets is 
valued at $144,000. 

There are no registered alternative 
pesticides that can be applied as a 
post-harvest treatment to control 
fungal deterioration in sugar beets. 
The logistics and economics of the 
processing equipment made immediate 
processing of the beets undesirable. 

The Applicant proposed to use Mer- 
tect 340-F, EPA Reg. No. 618-75-AA; 
this product is already registered for 
preharvest field use on sugar beets to 
control Cercospora leaf spot. The rate 
of application is 42 ounces Mertect 
340-F added to 100 gallons of water; 
one (1) gallon of this suspension will 
be applied to one (1) ton of sugar 
beets. The maximum amount of the 
product that could be used would be 
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330 gallons on 100,000 tons of sugar 
beets. Applications will be made by 
employees of the Monitor Sugar Co., 
under the direct supervision of a 
State-certified commercial applicator. 

Permanent pesticide tolerances of 
0.25 ppm on sugar beets. 10.0 ppm on 
sugar beet tops, and 0.1 ppm in milk 
and meat have been established (40 
CFR 180.242). Based on an existing 
registered product for field application 
of thiabendazole to sugar beets, no se¬ 
rious adverse effects on the environ¬ 
ment are expected. The requested use 
will add only an insignificant amount 
of thiabendazole to the human diet. 

It should be noted that an experi¬ 
mental use permit under the section 5 
regulations of the amended FIFRA 
was issued in 1975 for the use of Mer¬ 
tect 340-F on sugar beets in North 
Dakota and Washington. Quarterly re¬ 
ports regarding that permit indicated 
that the product was efficacious for 
that use. 

After reviewing the application and 
other available information, EPA de¬ 
termined that (a) a pest outbreak of 
various fungi has or is about to occur, 
(b) there is no pesticide presently reg¬ 
istered and available for use to control 
the fungi on stored sugar beets in 
Michigan, (c) there are no alternative 
means of control, taking into account 
the efficacy and hazard, (d) significant 
economic losses may result if the var¬ 
ious fungi are not controlled, and (e) 
the time available for action to miti¬ 
gate the problems posed is insufficient 
for a pesticide to be registered for this 
use. Accordingly, the Applicant has 
been granted a specific exemption to 
use the pesticide noted above until De¬ 
cember 30, 1977, to the extent and in 
the manner set forth in the applica¬ 
tion. The specific exemption is also 
subject to the following conditions: 

1. The thiabendazole product Mer¬ 
tect 340-F, EPA Reg. No. 618-75-AA, 
will be used; 

2. The rate of application will not 
exceed 42 ounces of the product in 100 
gallons of water per 100 tons of sugar 
beets; 

3. A maximum of 330 gallons of the 
product may be applied; 

4. A maximum of 100,000 tons of 
sugar beets may be treated; 

5. All applications will be made at 
Monitor Sugar Co., under the direct 
supervision of a State-certified com¬ 
mercial applicator, 

6. The Applicant is responsible for 
ensuring that all the provisions of this 
specific exemption are met, and must 
submit a report to EPA summarizing 
the results of this program by Octo¬ 
ber, 1978; 

7. All applicable directions, restric¬ 
tions, and precautions on the EPA-reg- 
istered label must be followed; 

8. The EPA shall be immediately in¬ 
formed of any adverse effects result¬ 
ing from use of thiabendazole in con¬ 
nection with this exemption; 


9. This exemption is not a modifica¬ 
tion of any NPDES permits issued to 
Monitor Sugar Co., and does not con¬ 
stitute a waiver of State or Federal 
discharge limitations. Monitor Sugar 
Co., is required to contact the Michi¬ 
gan Department of Natural Resources 
on possible amendments to NPDES 
permits; 

10. Effluent from the processing 
plant will be monitored for residues of 
thiabendazole. Data from these tests 
will be submitted to EPA by October 
1978; and 

11. Thiabendazole residue levels not 
exceeding six (6) ppm in or on sugar 
beets, fifty (50) ppm for sugar beet 
pulp, and forty (40) ppm for sugar 
beet molasses have been determined to 
be adequate to protect the public 
health. A residue level of 40 ppm for 
sugar beet molasses will not result in 
significant residues in poultry or eggs. 
The Food and Drug Administration of 
the U.S. Department of Health. Edu¬ 
cation, and Welfare has been advised 
of this action. 

(Section 18 of the Federal Inse cticide , Fun¬ 
gicide, and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA), as 
amended (86 Stat. 973; 89 Stat. 751; 7 U.S.C. 
136(a) et seq.).) 

Dated: November 30,1977. 

Edwin L. Johnson, 
Deputy Assistant Administrator 
for Pesticide Programs. 

CFR Doc. 77-35029 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 6560 - 01 ] 

CFRL 826-3; OPP-180152) 

NORTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF 
AGRICULTURE 

Issuance of a Spodfic Exemption To Uto 
Mothomyl To Control the Fall Armyworm 

The Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA) has granted a specific 
exemption to the North Carolina De¬ 
partment of Agriculture (hereafter re¬ 
ferred to as the “Applicant") to use 
methomyl to control heavy infesta¬ 
tions of the Fall Armyworm on Coast¬ 
al Bermudagrass in the Coastal Plain 
and Piedmont counties of North Caro¬ 
lina. This exemption was granted in 
accordance with, and is subject to. the 
provisions of 40 CFR Part 166, which 
prescribes requirements for exemption 
of Federal and State agencies for use 
of pesticides under emergency condi¬ 
tions. 

This notice contains a summary of 
certain information required by regu¬ 
lation to be included in the notice. For 
more detailed information, interested 
parties are referred to the application 
on file with the Registration Division 
(WH-567). Office of Pesticide Pro¬ 
grams, EPA, 401 M Street SW., room 
E-315, Washington, D.C. 20460. 

According to the Applicant, the Fall 
Armyworm ( Spodoptera frugiperda) 
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has been a particularly devastating 
pest this year, not only on Coastal 
Bermudagrass, but also on several 
other crops including com, cotton, and 
peanuts. The Applicant was in the pro¬ 
cess of preparing a specific exemption 
request when the current outbreak oc¬ 
curred; a crisis exemption was declared 
on September 16, 1977. A specific ex¬ 
emption was issued at the end of Sep¬ 
tember. The amount of pesticide used 
in both the crisis and the specific ex¬ 
emption did not exceed the amount 
authorized under the specific exemp¬ 
tion. 

Carbaryl and trichlorfon are regis¬ 
tered by EPA for control of the Fall 
Armyworm on Coastal Bermudagrass; 
however, the Applicant reported that 
neither carbaryl nor trichlorfon are 
providing adequate control. Without 
an effective pesticide, economic losses 
may run high. The Applicant stated 
that the price of Coastal Bermuda¬ 
grass may reach $100 per ton this 
winter. Armyworm infestations can 
result in the loss of one ton of hay per 
acre. Due to the drought conditions 
prevalent throughout the United 
States this year, there has been a 
shortage of hay; thus, the Applicant 
stated, livestock producers have had to 
pay high prices for this commodity. 
Further reduction in the hay supply 
caused by Armyworm damage would 
raise the price even higher. The Appli¬ 
cant also informed EPA that commer¬ 
cial processing plants had to be tempo¬ 
rarily shut down in previous years be¬ 
cause of shortage of raw Bermuda¬ 
grass as a result of Armyworm infesta¬ 
tion. 

Up to 50.000 acres in the Coastal 
Plain and Piedmont counties of North 
Carolina may be treated, due to the 
unusually severe infestation of the 
Fall Armyworm in the Southeast. One 
application of methomyl is anticipat¬ 
ed. However, if overlapping genera¬ 
tions of this pest occur in certain 
fields, more than one application, at a 
dosage rate of 0.25 to 0.50 pound 
active ingredient per acre, may be 
needed. The Applicant estimated that 
no more than 25,000 pounds active in¬ 
gredient will be used. Applications of 
methomyl will be made by State-li¬ 
censed commercial applicators or certi¬ 
fied private applicators either with air 
or ground equipment. 

Since the treated grass and subse¬ 
quent dehydrated grass is used as 
animal feed and since residues of 
methomyl are not expected to occur in 
meat, milk, poultry, and eggs, the 
public health will not be jeopardized 
through the use of this pesticide. Fur¬ 
ther, we have consulted with the Fish 
and Wildlife Service. U.S. Department 
of the Interior, and have determined 
that the proposed use of methomyl 
does not pose a threat to an endan¬ 
gered species. However, methomyl is 
toxic to fish and wildlife, and precau¬ 


tion should be taken to avoid drift to 
nontarget areas. 

After reviewing the application and 
other available information. EPA has 
determined that (a) a pest outbreak of 
fall armyworms has occurred; (b) 
there is no pesticide presently regis¬ 
tered and available for use to control 
the fall armyworm in North Carolina; 
(c) there are no alternative means of 
control, taking into account the effica¬ 
cy and hazard; (d) significant econom¬ 
ic problems may result if the fall 
armyworms are not controlled; and (e) 
the time available for action to miti¬ 
gate the problems posed is insufficient 
for a pesticide to be registered for this 
use. Accordingly, the Applicant has 
been granted a specific exemption to 
use the pesticide noted above until Oc¬ 
tober 15, 1977, to the extent and in the 
manner set forth in the application. 
The specific exemption is also subject 
to the following conditions: 

1. Insecticidal products such as Lan- 
nate L or Nudrin, containing the 
active ingredient methomyl (S-methyl 
N- [ (me thy lcarbamoy 1) oxy ] thioacet- 
imidate), may be used at a dosage rate 
of 0.25 to 0.50 pound a.i. methomyl/ 
acre. Up to 25,000 pounds a.i. are au¬ 
thorized; 

2. Applications may be made by 
ground or air by either certified pri¬ 
vate applicators or by State-licensed 
commercial applicators; 

3. There must be a waiting period of 
7 days before grazing ahimals on treat¬ 
ed grass and a preharvest interval of 7 
days for cutting hay that is to be air- 
dried, and 7 days for grass that is to be 
dehydrated and processed into meal 
and pellets; 

4. Green grass, with residue levels of 
methomyl not exceeding 5 ppm, and 
cured hay, or ground or pelletized 
meal with residue levels of methomyl 
not exceeding 10 ppm may enter inter¬ 
state commerce. The Food and Drug 
Administration. U.S. Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare, has 
been advised of this action. 

5. Methomyl is toxic to fish and wild¬ 
life. All precautions must be taken to 
avoid drift to nontarget areas; 

6. The Applicant is responsible for 
insuring that all of the provisions of 
this specific exemption are met and 
must submit a report summarizing the 
result of this program by October 
1978; and 

7. The EPA shall be immediately in¬ 
formed of any adverse effects result¬ 
ing from the use of methomyl in con¬ 
nection with this exemption. 

(Section 18 of the Federal Insecticide. Fun¬ 
gicide. and Rodentlcide Act (FIFRA), as 
amended (86 Stat. 973; 89 Stat. 751; 7 U.S.C. 
136(a) et seq.).) 

Dated: November 30,1977. 

Edwin L. Johnson, 
Deputy Assistant Administrator 
for Pesticide Programs. 

CFR Doc. 77-35031 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 6560 - 01 ] 

CFRL 826-2; OPP-30000/21A] 

REBUTTABLE PRESUMPTION AGAINST REGIS¬ 
TRATION AND CONTINUED REGISTRATION 

OF CERTAIN PESTICIDE PRODUCTS CON¬ 
TAINING MALEIC HYDRAZIDE 

Extension of Period for Submission of Rebuttal 
Evidence and Comments 

On October 19, 1977, the Environ¬ 
mental Protection Agency (EPA) 
issued a notice of presumption against 
registration and continued registration 
of pesticide products containing the 
ingredient maleic hydrazide. This 
notice was published in the Federal 
Register on October 28, 1977 (42 FR 
56920). The regulations governing re¬ 
buttable presumptions provide that 
the applicant or registrant of such pes¬ 
ticide products shall have forty-five 
(45) days from the date such notice is 
sent to submit evidence in rebuttal of 
the presumption. However, for good 
cause shown, an additional sixty (60) 
days may be granted in which such 
evidence may be submitted [40 CFR 
162.11(a)(l)(i)]. 

A request for an additional 60 days 
in which to present evidence to the 
Agency has been received from one of 
the major registrants who was affect¬ 
ed by the notice of presumption. The 
requester has specified a need for ad¬ 
ditional time to collect, review, collate 
and assemble necessary data and other 
information in order to adequately 
rebut and respond to this notice. 

The Agency agrees that additional 
time would be beneficial for the sub¬ 
mission of complete and accurate re¬ 
sponses to this notice of presumption. 
Therefore, because good cause has 
been shown, all registrants, applicants 
for registration, and other interested 
persons shall have until February 13, 
1978, to submit rebuttal evidence and 
other comments or information. Such 
evidence, comments, or other informa¬ 
tion relevant to the presumption 
against registration and continued reg¬ 
istration should be submitted to the 
Federal Register Section, Technical 
Services Division (WH-569). Office of 
Pesticide Programs, Envommental 
Protection Agency, room 401, East 
Tower, 401 M Street SW., Washington, 
D.C. 20460. Three copies of the com¬ 
ments should be submitted to facili¬ 
tate the efforts of the Agency and of 
others interested in inspecting them. 
All comments should bear the identi¬ 
fying notation "OPP-30000/21A”. 
Comments and information received 
on or before February 13, 1978, shall 
be considered before it is determined 
whether a notice shall be issued in ac¬ 
cordance with 40 CFR 162.11(aX5)(ii) 
and 7 U.S.C. 136(a)(c)(6) or 7 U.S.C. 
136(dXb)(l). Comments received after 
February 13, 1978, shall be considered 
only to the extent feasible consistent 
With the time limits imposed by 40 
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CFR 162.1 l(a)(5)(ii). All written com¬ 
ment filed pursuant to this notice will 
be available for public inspection in 
the office of the Federal Register Sec¬ 
tion at the above address from 8:30 
a.m. to 4 p.m. on normal business days. 
The file supporting the Agency’s pre¬ 
sumption against this pesticide is 
available for public inspection in the 
Office of Special Pesticide Reviews, 
room 447, East Tower, during the 
same time period. 

Dated: November 30, 1977. 

Edwin L. Johnson, 
Deputy Assistant Administrator 
for Pesticide Programs. 

[FR Doc. 77-35028 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 6560 - 01 ] 

[FRL 825-8; OPP-30000/17A1 # 

REBUTTABLE PRESUMPTION AGAINST REGIS¬ 
TRATION AND CONTINUED REGISTRATION 
OF CERTAIN PESTICIDE PRODUCTS CON¬ 
TAINING PENTACHLORONITROBENZENE 

Extension of Period for Submission of rebuttal 
Evidence and Comments 

On October 13, 1977, the Environ¬ 
mental Protection Agency (EPA) 
issued a notice of presumption against 
registration and continued registration 
of pesticide products containing the 
ingredient Pentachloronitrobenzene 
(PCNB). This notice was published in 
the Federal Register on October 20. 
1977 (42 FR 56072). The regulations 
governing rebuttable presumptions 
provide that the applicant or regis¬ 
trants of such pesticide products shall 
have forty-five (45) days from the date 
such notice is sent to submit evidence 
in rebuttal of the presumptions. How¬ 
ever, for good cause shown, an addi¬ 
tional sixty (60) days may be granted 
in which such evidence may be submit¬ 
ted (40 CFR 162.11(a)(l)(i)). 

Requests for an additional 60 days in 
which to present evidence to the 
Agency have been received. These re¬ 
quests have specified a need for addi¬ 
tional time to review a National 
Cancer Institute Carcinogen study on 
PCNB due to be released after Decem¬ 
ber 5, 1977; and adequate time to con¬ 
tact universities, government agencies, 
research institutions and consumers 
concerning data on PCNB benefits and 
toxicology. 

The Agency agrees that additional 
time would be beneficial to ensure the 
submission of a complete and accurate 
response to the notice of presumption. 
Therefore, because good cause has 
been shown, interested persons shall 
have until February 6, 1978 to submit 
rebuttal evidence and other comments 
or information. Such evidence, com¬ 
ments, or other information relevant 
to the presumption against registra¬ 
tion and continued registration should 
be submitted to the Federal Register 


Section, Technical Services Division 
(WH-569), Office of Pesticide Pro¬ 
grams. Environmental Protection 
Agency, room 401, East Tower, 401 M 
Street SW., Washington. D.C. 20460. 
Three copies of the comments should 
be submitted to facilitate the efforts 
of the Agency and of others interested 
in them. All comments should bear 
the identifying notation “OPP— 
30000/17A.” Comments and informa¬ 
tion received on or before February 6. 
1978 shall be considered before it is de¬ 
termined whether a notice shall be 
issued in accordance with 40 CFR 
162.11(a)(5)(ii) and 7 U.S.C. 
135(a)(c)(6) or 7 U.S.C. 136(d)(b)(l). 
Comments received after February 6, 
1978, shall be considered only to the 
extent feasible consistent with the 
time limits imposed by 40 CFR 
162.11(a)(5)(ii). All written comments 
filed pursuant to this notice will be 
available for public inspection in the 
office of the Federal Register Section 
at the above address from 8:30 a.m. to 
4:30 p.m. on normal business day. The 
file supporting the Agency’s presump¬ 
tion against this pesticide is available 
for public inspection in the Office of 
Special Pesticide Review, Room 447, 
East Tower, during the same time 
period. 

Dated: December 1,1977. 

Edwin L. Johnson, 
Deputy Assistant Administrator 

for Pesticide Programs. 

[FR Doc. 77-35030 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 6560 - 01 ] 

[FRL 827-2; OPP-240001A] 

STATE OF NEW MEXICO 

Approval of Amondmont of Roquett for Inter¬ 
im Certification To Register Pesticides To 
Meet “Special Local Needs*' 

Pursuant to section 24(c) of the Fed¬ 
eral Insecticide, Fungicide, and Roden- 
ticide Act (FIFRA), as amended (86 
Stat. 973; 89 Stat. 751; 7 UJS.C. 136 et 
seq.), the State of New Mexico submit¬ 
ted to the Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA) a request for Interim 
Certification to register pesticides for 
special local needs (Request), which 
was subsequently approved on October 
10, 1975. Notice of approval of this Re¬ 
quest was published in the Federal 
Register on December 10. 1975 (40 FR 
57482). This initial request sought au¬ 
thority to amend EPA registrations 
which do not involve “changed use 
patterns,” as that term is defined in 
section 162.152(c) of the proposed reg¬ 
ulations as they were published in the 
Federal Register on September 3, 
1975 (40 FR 40538). 

On August 30, 1977, the State of 
New Mexico sought to amend its re¬ 
quest to include authority to register 
“new products.” as that term is de¬ 


fined in section 162.152(g) of the pro¬ 
posed regulations, and to amend EPA 
registrations which involve changed 
use patterns. This Agency has found 
that the specific requirements of the 
Interim Certification program are sat¬ 
isfied in the request, in that New 
Mexico’s registration program pro¬ 
vides for both efficacy determination 
and product hazard review. 

Accordingly, notice is hereby given 
that the Administrator, EPA, has ap¬ 
proved the amendment from the State 
of New Mexico for Interim Certifica¬ 
tion. The State agency designated re¬ 
sponsible for issuance of such registra¬ 
tions, the New Mexico Department of 
Agriculture, was notified on October 7, 
1977, that the amendment to its Re¬ 
quest had been approved. 

Copies of the amendment to the Re¬ 
quest for Interim Certification from 
New Mexico, along with the letter re¬ 
flecting the Agency’s decision to ap¬ 
prove the amendment, are available 
for public inspection at the following 
locations: 

Federal Register Section. Technical Services 
Division (WH-569), Office of Pesticide 
Programs, EPA, room 401, East Tower, 
401 M Street SW.. Washington. D.C. 
20460. 

Pesticide Branch. Hazardous Materials Con¬ 
trol Division. EPA, 1201 Elm Street, 1st 
International Building. Dallas, Tex. 75270. 

Dated: December 2, 1977. 

Edwin L. Johnson, 
Deputy Assistant Administrator 
for Pesticide Programs. 
[FR Doc. 77-35036 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 6560 - 01 ] 

[FRL 826-8] 

AMBIENT AIR MONITORING REFERENCE AND 
EQUIVALENT METHODS 

Rocoipt of Application for Roforonco or 
Equivalent Method Determination 

Notice is hereby given that on Octo¬ 
ber 18, 1977, the Environmental Pro¬ 
tection Agency received an application 
from the Bendix Corp., Lewisburg, W. 
Va., to determine if its model 8303 
Sulfur analyzer should be designated 
by the Administrator of the EPA as a 
reference or equivalent method under 
40 CFR Part 53, promulgated Febru¬ 
ary 18, 1975 (40 FR 7044). If, after ap¬ 
propriate technical study, the Admin¬ 
istrator determines that this method 
should be so designated, notice thereof 
will be given in a subsequent issue of 
the Federal Register 

Stephen J. Gage, 
Acting Assistant Administrator 
for Research and Development 

December 2, 1977. 

[FR Doc. 77-35034 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 ami 
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( 6712 - 01 ] 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket No. 21417] 

AMERICAN TELEPHONE AND TELEGRAPH CO. 
LONG LINES DEPARTMENT 

Memorandum Opinion and Ordor (Initiating 
Inquiry); Extension of Tim# 

Adopted: November 25, 1977. 

Released: November 25, 1977. 

In the matter of American Tele¬ 
phone and Telegraph Co. Long Lines 
Department, Revisions of Tariff FCC 
No. 260, Private Line Services, Series 
1000 (Telegraph). Docket No. 21417. 

1. For consideration is a “Motion for 
Extension of Time” filed by the 
American Telephone and Telegraph 
Co. (AT&T), which requests an exten¬ 
sion of time from November 27, 1977, 
until December 15, 1977, in which to 
submit certain cost information re¬ 
quested by the Commission in its Oc¬ 
tober 21. 1977 Order herein, FCC 77- 
691 at para. 13. AT&T states that it 
desires the extension of time so that it 
may file the most current data avail¬ 
able and obviate the need for updating 
older data. 1 Good cause having been 
shown, the request will be granted. 
Delegated authority to the Chief, 
Common Carrier Bureau to so order is 
contained in § 0.303(c) of the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules and regulations, 47 CFR 
0.303(c). 

2. Accordingly, it is ordered. That 
the “Motion for Extension of Time’* 
filed by AT&T is hereby granted. 

For the Federal Communications 
Commission. 

Walter R. Hinchman, 

Chief, 

Common Carrier Bureau. 
IFR Doc. 77-35017 Filed 12-6-77: 8:45 am] 


[ 6720 - 01 ] 

FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK BOARD 

[No. AC-45] 

VIRGINIA MUTUAL SAVINGS AND LOAN 
ASSOCIATION, PETERSBURG, VA. 

Approval of Conversion; Final Action 

December 2. 1977. 

Notice is hereby given that on No¬ 
vember 30. 1977, the Federal Home 
Loan Bank Board, as the operating 
head of the Federal Savings and Loan 
Insurance Corp., by Resolution No. 77- 
707. approved the application of Vir¬ 
ginia Mutual Savings and Loan Associ¬ 
ation. Petersburg, Va., for permission 
to convert to the stock form of organi¬ 
zation. Copies of the application are 


See 42 FR 56793, October 28. 1977. 


available for inspection at the Office 
of the Secretary of said Corporation, 
320 First Street NW„ Washington, 
D.C. 20552, and at the Office of the 
Supervisory Agent of said corporation 
at the Federal Home Loan Bank of At¬ 
lanta, 260 Peachtree Street NW., At¬ 
lanta, Ga. 30303. 

By the Federal Home Loan Bank 
Board. 

Ronald A. Snider, 
Assistant Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 77-34987 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 1610 - 01 ] 

GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE 

REGULATORY REPORTS REVIEW 
Receipt of Roporf Proposal 

The following request for clearance 
of a report intended for use in collect¬ 
ing information from the public was 
received by the Regulatory Reports 
Review* staff. GAO, on November 28. 
1977. See 44 U.S.C. 3512 (c) and (d). 
The purpose of publishing this notice 
in the Federal Register is to inform 
the public of such receipt. 

The notice includes the title of the 
request received, the name of the 
agency sponsoring the proposed collec¬ 
tion of information, the agency form 
number, if applicable, and the fre¬ 
quency with which the information is 
proposed to be collected. 

Written comments on the proposed 
OSM request are invited from all in¬ 
terested persons, organizations, public 
interest groups, and affected business¬ 
es. Because of the limited amount of 
time GAO has to review the proposed 
request, comments (in triplicate), must 
be received on or be/ore December 27. 
1977, and should be addressed to Mr. 
John M. Lovelady, Assistant Director, 
Regulatory Reports Review, U.S. Gen¬ 
eral Accounting Office, room 5033, 441 
G Steet NW.. Washington, D.C. 20548. 

Further information may be ob¬ 
tained from Patsy J. Stuart of the 
Regulatory Reports Review Staff. 202- 
275-3532. 

Office of Surface Mining 
reclamation and enforcement 

The OSM, Interior Department, is 
requesting clearance of a new Form 
OSM-705-1, Statement of Employ¬ 
ment and Financial Interest (For Use 
by State Employees). This form will be 
required to be filed by State employ¬ 
ees who will be performing functions 
or duties under Pub. L. 95-87, the Sur¬ 
face Mining Control and Reclamation 
Act of 1977. The information collected 
by the form will be maintained by the 
State Regulatory Authority subject to 
State law, and may be reviewed by ap¬ 
propriate officials of the OSM, Inferi¬ 
or Department, to determine whether 


a conflict of interest exists and what 
the proper remedial action should be. 
If the statement is provided to the 
OSM, Interior Department, the state¬ 
ment will be subject to the require¬ 
ments of Federal law. including the 
Privacy Act of 1974, 5 U.S.C. 552a, as 
stated on the form. The OSM esti¬ 
mates potential respondents to be ini¬ 
tially approximately 500 State employ¬ 
ees, their spouses, minor children, or 
other relatives who are full-time resi¬ 
dents of their immediate household, 
and that reporting time will average 
30 minutes per annual response. 

John M. Lovelady, 
Assistant Director , 
Regulatory Reports Review . 

CFR Doc. 77-34972 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 1610 - 01 ] 

REGULATORY REPORTS REVIEW 

Racaipt and Approval of Roport Proposal 

A request for clearance of a pro¬ 
posed report intended for use in col¬ 
lecting information from the public 
was accepted by the Regulatory Re¬ 
ports Review Staff, GAO. on Novem¬ 
ber 21, 1977. See 44 U.S.C. 3512 (c) and 
(d). The purpose of publishing this 
notice is to inform the public of such 
receipt and the action taken by GAO. 

Interstate Commerce Commission 

The Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion (ICC), requested emergency clear¬ 
ance of Statistical Series Circular No. 
450, Additions and Betterments—Sup¬ 
plemental Data. This form will collect 
information which provides a useful 
index for present and future activities 
in the capital market and business in 
general. The Department of Com¬ 
merce, the Council of Economic Advis¬ 
ers, the Federal Reserve System, and 
the Treasury Department will use this 
information to varying degrees in 
their policymaking activities. In addL 
tion, this information is regularly pub¬ 
lished in the “Survey of Current Busi¬ 
ness” and will be used by the Council 
of Economic Advisers as they prepare 
the Economic Report of the President. 

The ICC uses this voluntary form to 
collect information from railroads, 
motor carriers, water carriers, and 
pipelines. The ICC sponsors this infor¬ 
mation collection because it is, by stat¬ 
ute, responsible for the economic regu¬ 
lation of surface transportation carri¬ 
ers operating in interstate and foreign 
commerce. 

The form submitted for clearance is 
an extension without change of an 
identical form which has been used for 
several years. Emergency clearance 
was requested for this form because 
the information must be received from 
carriers by December 15. 1977. This 
deadline was set so that the informa¬ 
tion could be analyzed and incorporat- 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 42, NO. 235—WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 7, 1977 









61896 


NOTICES 


ed in the Economic Report of the 
President, which will be presented in 
January 1978, and other economic 
policy documents. The absence of this 
information would reduce the quality 
of these reports and could produce 
errors in economic policy actions. The 
form was not submitted for a normal 
clearance because of a misunderstand¬ 
ing between the sponsoring agency, 
ICC, and the primary user, the De¬ 
partment of Commerce. 

Approximately 1,500 companies—60 
Class I line-haul railroads, 1,250 motor 
carriers, 100 pipelines, and 75 water 
carriers—will be asked to respond on a 
voluntary basis. The ICC estimates 
that 30 minutes is required per re¬ 
sponse and, therefore, the total com¬ 
pliance burden will be 750 hours. 

The GAO granted clearance for this 
form on November 23, 1977. under 
number B-180230 (R0489). This clear¬ 
ance will expire on September 30, 
1978. If the ICC and the Department 
of Commerce intend to continue using 
this form, they must submit it to GAO 
for a normal clearance before this ex¬ 
piration date. 

John M. Lovelady, 
Assistant Director, 
Regulatory Reports Review . 

[FR Doc. 77-34973 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 ami 


[ 6820 - 25 ] 

GENERAL SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

[Intervention Notice 45; Formal Case No. 

RPU 77-211 

IOWA STATE COMMERCE COMMISSION, 
NORTHWESTERN BELL CO. 

Proposed Intervention In Rote Increase 
Proceeding 

The Administrator of General Ser¬ 
vices seeks to intervene in a proceed¬ 
ing before the Iowa State Commerce 
Commission concerning an application 
for an increase in its tariffed rates for 
intrastate telecommunications service. 
The Administrator of General Services 
represents the interests of the execu¬ 
tive agencies of the U.S. Government, 
as users of utility services. 

Persons desiring to make inquiries 
concerning this case to GSA should 
submit them, in writing, to Mr. Spence 
W. Perry, Assistant General Counsel, 
Regulatory Law Division, General Ser¬ 
vices Administration, 18 th and F 
Streets NW., Washington, D.C. 20405, 
telephone, 202-566-0750, on or before 
January 6. 1978, and refer to this 
notice number. 

Persons making inquiries are put on 
notice that the making of an inquiry 
shall not serve to make any persons 
parties of record in the proceeding. 

(Sec. 210(a)(4), Federal Property and Ad¬ 
ministrative Services Act (40 U.S.C. 
481(a)(4)).) 


Dated: November 22, 1977. 

Jay Solomon, 
Administrator of 
General Services. 
[FR Doc. 77-35005 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 ami 


[ 4310 - 84 ] 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management 

[AA-6074-A1 

ALASKA 

Alatka Native Gaims Selection 

On September 10, 1974 the Karluk 
Native Corp., for the native village of 
Karluk, filed selection application AA- 
6674-A, as amended, under the provi¬ 
sions of section 12 of the Alaska 
Native Claims Settlement Act of De¬ 
cember 18, 1971 (85 Stat. 688, 701; 43 
U.S.C. 1601, 1611 (Supp. V. 1975)), for 
the surface estate of certain lands in 
the Karluk area, including lands 
within the Kodiak National Wildlife 
Refuge (Public Land Order (PLO) 
1634). 

As to the lands described below, the 
application, as amended, is properly 
filed and meets the requirements of 
the Alaska Native Claims Settlement 
Act and of the regulations issued pur¬ 
suant thereto. These lands do not in¬ 
clude any lawful entry perfected 
under or being maintained in compli¬ 
ance with laws leading to acquisition 
of title. 

This decision approves approximate¬ 
ly 49,034 acres of national wildlife 
refuge lands for conveyance to the 
Karluk Native Corp., for a cumulative 
total of approximately 49,034 acres. 
This does not exceed the 69,120 acres 
permitted under section 12(a)(1). 

In view of the foregoing, the surface 
estate of the following described lands, 
selected pursuant to section 12(a), ag¬ 
gregating approximately 83,767 acres, 
is considered proper for acquisition by 
the Karluk Native Corp., and is 
hereby approved for conveyance pur¬ 
suant to section 14(a) of the Alaska 
Native Claims Settlement Act: 

Lands Within the Kodiak National 
Wildlife Retuge (PLO 1634) 

Seward Meridian, Alaska (Unsurveyed) 

T. 30 S.. R. 30 W. 

Secs. 19 and 30, all. 

Containing approximately 1,238 acres. 

T. 29 S.. R. 31 W. 

Sec. 14 (fractional), that portion within 
PLO 1634; 

Secs. 23. 26. and 35. those portions within 
PLO 1634. 

Containing approximately 705 acres. 

T. 30 S.. R. 31 W. 

Secs. 2 and 11, those portions within PLO 
1634; 

Sec. 13. all; 

Secs. 14 and 23, those portions within 
PLO 1634; 


Secs. 24 and 25, all; 

Sec. 29, that portion within PLO 1634; 

Sec. 36, all. 

Containing approximately 3,400 acres. 

T. 31 S., R. 31 W. 

Sec. 1, all. 

Containing approximately 640 acres. 

T. 30 S., R. 32 W. 

Secs. 25 to 30, inclusive, those portions 
within PLO 1634; 

Sec. 31, excluding Native allotment AA- 
7308, Parcel A; 

Secs. 32 to 36, inclusive, all. 

Containing approximately 3,920 acres. 

T. 31 S., R. 32 W. 

Secs. 1, 2, and 3, all; 

Secs. 6 and 7, ail; 

Secs. 18 and 19. all; 

Secs. 30 and 31. all. 

Containing approximately 5,679 acres. 

T. 32 S.. R. 32 W. 

Secs. 5 to 9, inclusive, all; 

Sec. 11, all; 

Secs. 14 to 17, inclusive, all. 

Containing approximately 6,385 acres. 

T. 30 S., R. 33 W. 

Secs. 25 and 26 (fractional), those portions 
within PLO 1634; 

Sec. 34 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 35 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
1951 and Native allotments AA-7312 and 
AA-7314; 

Sec. 36 (fractional), excluding Native allot¬ 
ments AA-7308, Parcel B. AA-7310, AA- 
7311, and AA-7312. 

Containing approximately 300 acres. 

T. 31 S.. R. 33 W. 

Sec. 1 (fractional), excluding'Native allot¬ 
ment AA-7313; 

Sec. 2 (fractional), excluding Native allot¬ 
ments AA-7309, AA-7313, and AA-7314; 
Sec. 11, excluding Native allotment AA- 
7320; 

Sec. 12 (fractional), excluding Native allot¬ 
ments AA-7315 and AA-7320; 

Secs. 13 to 17, inclusive, all; 

Sec. 18 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
1971; 

Sec. 19 (fractional), all; 

Secs. 20 to 25, inclusive, all; 

Secs. 27, 28, and 29. all; 

Sec. 30 (fractional), excluding Native allot¬ 
ment AA-7103; 

Sec. 31 (fractional), all; 

Secs. 32. 33. and 34, all; 

Sec. 36, all. 

Containing approximately 14,728 acres. 

T. 32 S.. R. 33 W. 

Sec. 1. all; 

Secs. 4 to 8, inclusive, all; 

Secs. 17 to 20, inclusive, all. 

Containing approximately 6,376 acres. 

T. 31 S., R. 34 W. 

Sec. 24 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 25 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
1970 and Native allotment AA-7103. 
Containing approximately 53 acres. 

T. 32 S.. R. 34W. 

Secs. 10 and 11 (fractional), all; 

Secs. 12 and 13. all; 

Sec. 14 (fractional), excluding Native allot¬ 
ment AA-7247; 

Sec. 23 (fractional), excluding Native allot¬ 
ments AA-7246 and AA-7247; 

Secs. 24, 25. and 26, all; 

Sec. 27 (fractional), excluding Native allot¬ 
ment AA-7244; 

Secs. 29 and 31 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 32 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
2311 and Native allotment AA-7245; 
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Sec. 33 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
2304 and Native allotment AA-7245; 

Sec. 34 (fractional), excluding Native allot* 
ment AA-7244; 

Sec. 35 (fractional), all. 

Containing approximately 5,610 acres. Ag¬ 
gregated acreage within PLO 1634, ap¬ 
proximately 49,034 acres. 

Lands outside the Kodiak National 
Wildlife Refuge (PLO 1634) 

SEWARD MERIDIAN, ALASKA 
(UNSURVEYED) 

T. 29 S., R. 31 W. 

Sec. 14 (fractional), that portion outside 
PLO 1634. excluding U.S. survey 1695; 

Secs. 15. 20. 21. and 22 (fractional), all; 

Secs. 23 and 26, those portions outside 
PLO 1634; 

Sec, 27, all; 

Sec. 28 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
1692; 

Secs. 29 and 30 (fractional), all; 

Secs. 31 to 34, inclusive, all; 

Sec. 35. that portion outside PLO 1634. 

Containing approximately 7,046 acres. 

T. 30 S.. R. 31 W. 

Sec. 2, that portion outside PLO 1634; 

Secs. 3 to 10. inclusive, all; 

Secs. 11 and 14, those portions outside 
PLO 1634; 

Secs. 15 to 22. inclusive, all; 

Secs. 23 and 29, those portions outside 
PLO 1634. 

Containing approximately 12,504 acres. 

T. 29 8.. R. 32 W. 

Sec. 25 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
152, U.S. Survey 1691, and ANCSA 3(e) 
application AA-14633; 

Sec. 34 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 35 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
1882; 

Sec. 36 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
152 and U.S. Survey 153. 

Containing approximately 787 acres. 

T. 30 S., R. 32 W. 

Secs. 1 and 2, all; 

Sec. 3 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
154, U.S. Survey 1455. and U.S. Survey 
1731; 

Sec. 9 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
427; 

Sec. 10 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
154 and U.S. Survey 1881; 

Secs. 11 to 15, inclusive, all; 

Sec. 16 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 17 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
24. U.S. Survey 40, U.S. Survey 82, U.S. 
Survey 162, UJS. Survey 469, Tracts A 
and B, U.S. Survey 1454 and U.S. Survey 
2030; 

Sec. 18 (fractional), excluding UJS. Survey 
77 and U.S. Survey 425; 

Sec. 19, excluding U.S. Survey 77; 

Sec. 20 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
162 and U.S. Survey 2006; 

Sec. 21 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 22 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
362; 

Secs. 23 and 24, all; 

Secs. 25 to 30, Inclusive, those portions 
outside PLO 1634. 

Containing approximately 12,937 acres. 

T. 30 S.. R. 33 W. 

Sec. 13 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
77, UJS. 8urvey 425, U.S. Survey 1891, 
and U.S. Survey 1950; 

Sec. 14 (fractional), excluding U5. Survey 
1891; 

Sec. 24 (fractional), all; 


Sec. 25 (fractional), that portion outside 
PLO 1634. excluding U.S. Survey 1949; 

Sec. 26 (fractional), that portion outside 
PLO 1634, excluding U.S. Survey 1949. 
Containing approximately 1,459 acres. Ag¬ 
gregated acreage outside PLO 1634, ap¬ 
proximately 34,733 acres. 

The conveyance issued for the sur¬ 
face estate of the lands described 
above shall contain the following res¬ 
ervations to the United States: 

1. A right-of-way thereon for ditches 
and canals constructed by the author¬ 
ity of the United States, as prescribed 
and directed by the act of August 30. 
1890, 26 Stat. 391, 43 U.S.C. 945; 

2. A right-of-way thereon for the 
construction of railroads, telegraph, 
and telephone lines, as prescribed and 
directed by the act March 12. 1914, 38 
Stat. 305, 43 U.S.C. 975d; 

3. The subsurface estate therein, and 
all rights, privileges, immunities, and 
appurtenances, of whatsoever nature, 
accruing unto said estate pursuant to 
the Alaska Native Claims Settlement 
Act of December 18, 1971 (85 Stat. 688, 
704; 43 U.S.C. 1601, 1613(f) (Supp. V, 
1975)); and 

4. Pursuant to section 17(b) of the 
Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act 
of December 18, 1971 (85 Stat. 688, 
708; 43 U.S.C. 1601, 1616(b)(Supp. V. 
1975)), the following public easements, 
referenced by easement identification 
number (EIN) on the easement maps 
in case file AA-6674-EE, are reserved 
to the United States and subject to 
further regulation thereby; 

(a) (EIN 3 C5, D9) A continuous 
linear easement twenty-five (25) feet 
in width upland of and parallel to the 
mean high tide line in order to provide 
access to and along the marine coast¬ 
line and use of such shore for pur¬ 
poses such as beaching of watercraft 
or aircraft, travel along the shore, re¬ 
creation, and other s imil ar uses. Devi¬ 
ations from the waterline are permit¬ 
ted when specific conditions so re¬ 
quire, e.g., impassable topography or 
waterfront obstruction. This easement 
is subject to the right of the owner of 
the servient estate to build upon such 
easement a facility for public or pri¬ 
vate purposes, such right to be exer¬ 
cised reasonably and without undue or 
unnecessary interference with or ob¬ 
struction of the easement. When 
access along the marine coastline ease¬ 
ment is to be obstructed, the owner of 
the servient estate will be obligated to 
convey to the United States an accept¬ 
able alternate access route, at no cost 
to the United States, prior to the cre¬ 
ation of such obstruction. 

(b) (EIN 6 L) A two and one-half 
(2V4) acre site easement upland of the 
mean high tide line in section 22, T. 30 

S., R. 32 W., Seward Meridian, on the 
north shore of Karluk Lagoon. The 
site is for camping, staging, and vehi¬ 
cle use. 

(c) (EIN 7 D9) An easement for an 
existing access trail twenty-five (25) 


feet in width from the village of 
Karluk easterly along the north bank 
of Karluk Lagoon to the shore of the 
Karluk River in section 24. T. 30 S., R. 
32 W., Seward Meridian. Usage of 
roads and trails will be controlled by 
applicable State or Federal law or reg¬ 
ulation. 

(d) (EIN 8 Cl, C6, D9, L) A stream- 
side easement twenty-five (25) feet in 
width upland of and parallel to the or¬ 
dinary high water mark on all banks 
and an easement on the entire bed of 
the Karluk River beginning from 
marine tidal influence at the outlet of 
the river upstream through the select¬ 
ed lands to Karluk Lake. Purpose is to 
provide for public use of waters having 
highly significant present recreational 
use. 

(e) (EIN 11 D9) An easement for an 
existing access trail twenty-five (25) 
feet in width from site EIN 13b C6, 
D9, L in Larsen Bay's selection at the 
portage on the Karluk River south¬ 
westerly to public lands. The usage of 
roads and trails will be controlled by 
applicable State or Federal law or reg¬ 
ulation. 

(f) (EIN 12 C6, D9, L) An easement 
for an existing access trail twenty-five 
(25) feet in width from the head of 
Larsen Bay westerly to the Karluk 
River. The usage of roads and trails 
will be controlled by applicable State 
or Federal law or regulation. 

(g) (EIN 13a, C6, D9, L) A site ease¬ 
ment upland of the ordinary high 
water mark in sections 30 and 31, T. 30 

S., R. 30 W., Seward Meridian, on the 
right bank of the Karluk River at the 
portage area. The site is ten (10) acres 
in size with an additional twenty-five 
(25) foot wide easement on the bed of 
the river along the entire waterfront 
of the site. The site is for camping, 
staging, and vehicle use. 

(h) (EIN 13b, C6, D9, L) A site ease¬ 
ment upland of the ordinary high 
water mark in sections 30 and 31. T. 30 

S., R. 30 W.. Seward Meridian on the 
left bank of the Karluk River. The site 
is two and one-half (2Vfc) acres in size 
with an additional twenty-five (25) 
foot wide easement on the bed of the 
river along the entire waterfront of 
the site. The site is for camping, stag¬ 
ing. and vehicle use. 

(i) (EIN 24 D9) A streamside ease¬ 
ment twenty-five (25) feet in width 
upland of and parallel to the ordinary 
high water mark on all banks and an 
easement on the entire bed of the 
Sturgeon River from the outlet up¬ 
stream to the southern border of sec¬ 
tion 13. T. 31 S., R. 33 W.. Seward Me¬ 
ridian. Purpose is to provide for public 
use of waters having highly significant 
present recreational use. 

(j) (EIN 26 D9) An easement for a 
proposed access trail twenty-five (25) 
feet in width from site EIN 29 C4 on 
the Sturgeon River easterly along an 
unnamed creek to public lands. The 
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usage of roads and trails will be con¬ 
trolled by applicable State or Federal 
law or regulation. 

(k) (EIN 29 C4) A one (1) acre site 
easement upland of the mean high 
tide line in section 12, T. 31 S., R. 33 
W., Seward Meridian, on the east side 
of Sturgeon Lagoon at the head of 
trail EIN 26 D9. The site is for camp¬ 
ing, staging, and vehicle use. 

(l) (EIN 30 C4) A site easement 
upland of the ordinary high water 
mark in section 15, T. 30 S., R. 31 W., 
Seward Meridian, on an Island in the 
Karluk River. The site is to encompass 
the entire island with an additional 
twenty-five (25) foot wide easement on 
the bed of the river along the entire 
waterfront of the site. The site is for 
camping and vehicle use. 

(m) (EIN 32 C) the right of the 
United States to enter upon the lands 
hereinabove granted for cadastral, 
geodetic, or other survey purposes is 
reserved, together with the right to do 
all things necessary in connection 
therewith. 

(n) (EIN 33 Dl) An easement for a 
proposed access trail twenty-five (25) 
feet in width from the Karluk River in 
the southeast Va of section 20, T. 30 S., 
R. 31 W., Seward Meridian, southeast¬ 
erly to public lands. The usage of 
roads and trails will be controlled by 
applicable State or Federal law or reg¬ 
ulation. 

(o) (EIN 34 Dl) An easement for a 
proposed access trail twenty-five (25) 
feet in width from the Karluk River in 
the southwest Ya of section 20, T. 30 S., 
R. 31 W., Seward Meridian, southwest¬ 
erly to public lands. The usage of 
roads and trails will be controlled by 
applicable State or Federal law or reg¬ 
ulation. 

(p) (EIN 35 C4) An easement for a 
proposed access trail twenty-five (25) 
feet in width from the bank of the 
Sturgeon River in section 14, T. 31 S., 
R. 33 W., Seward Meridian, southerly 
to public lands. The usage of roads 
and trails will be controlled by applica¬ 
ble State or Federal law or regulation. 

The grant of lands shall be subject 
to: 

1. Issuance of a patent confirming 
the boundary description of the lands 
hereinabove granted after approval 
and filing by the Bureau of Land Man¬ 
agement of the official plat of survey 
covering such lands; 

2. Valid existing rights therein, if 
any, including but not limited to those 
created by any lease (including a lease 
issued under section 6(g) of the Alaska 
Statehood Act of July 7, 1958 (72 Stat. 
339, 341; 48 U.S.C. Ch. 2, Sec. 6(g) 
(1970))), contract, permit, right-of- 
way, or easement, and the right of the 
lessee, contractee, permittee, or gran¬ 
tee to the complete enjoyment of all 
rights, privileges, and benefits thereby 
granted to him; 

3. Requirements of section 14(c) of 
the Alaska Native Claims Settlement 


Act of December 18, 1971 (85 Stat. 688, 
703; 43 U.S.C. 1601, 1613(c) (Supp. V. 
1975)), that the grantee hereunder 
convey those portions, if any, of the 
lands hereinabove granted, as are pre¬ 
scribed in said section; 

4. Requirements of section 22(g) of 
the Alaska Native Claims Settlement 
Act (85 Stat. 688, 714; 43 U.S.C. 1601, 
1621(g) (Supp. V, 1975)) that (a) the 
portion of the above-described lands, 
which has been withdrawn by PLO 
1634, on May 9, 1958, and is now a part 
of the Kodiak National Wildlife 
Refuge, remains subject to the laws 
and regulations governing use and de¬ 
velopment of such Refuge, and that 
(b) the United States reserve from the 
conveyance the right of first refusal if 
the said portion of land in such 
Refuge, or any part thereof, is ever 
sold by the above-named corporation; 
and 

5. The terms and conditions of the 
agreement dated November 12, 1976, 
between the Secretary of the Interior, 
Koniag, Inc., the Karluk Native Corp., 
and other Koniag village corporations. 
A copy of the agreement shall be at¬ 
tached to and become a part of the 
conveyance document and shall be re¬ 
corded therewith. A copy of the agree¬ 
ment is located in the Bureau of Land 
Management easement case file for 
the Karluk Native Corp., serialized 
AA-6674-EE. Any person wishing to 
examine this agreement may do so at 
the Bureau of Land Management, 
Alaska State Office, 555 Cordova 
Street, Anchorage, Alaska 99501. 

The Karluk Native Corp. is entitled 
to conveyance of 92,160 acres of land 
selected pursuant to section 12(a) of 
the Alaska Native Claims Settlement 
Act; to date, 83,767 acres of this enti¬ 
tlement have been approved by con¬ 
veyance. The remaining entitlement 
will be conveyed at a later date. Con¬ 
veyance to the subsurface estate of 
the lands described above, excluding 
those lands which have been with¬ 
drawn by PLO 1634 and which are re¬ 
served thereby as a national wildlife 
refuge, will be granted to Koniag, Inc., 
at the same time conveyance is grant¬ 
ed to the Karluk Native Corp. for the 
surface estate and shall be subject to 
the same conditions as the surface 
conveyance. Section 12(a)(1) provides 
that when a village corporation selects 
the surface estate of lands within the 
national wildlife refuge system, the re¬ 
gional corporation may make selec¬ 
tions of the subsurface estate, in an 
equal acreage, from other lands with¬ 
drawn by section 11(a) within the 
region. 

There are no inland water bodies 
considered to be navigable within the 
lands described. 

In accordance with Departmental 
regulation 43 CFR 2650.7(d), notice of 
this decision is being published once in 
the Federal Register and once a 


week, for four (4) consecutive weeks, 
in the Anchorage Times and in the 
Kodiak Mirror. Any party claiming a 
property interest in lands affected by 
this decision may appeal the decision 
to the Alaska Native Claims Appeal 
Board, P.O. Box 2433, Anchorage, 
Alaska 99510, with a copy served upon 
both the Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment, Alaska State Office. 555 Cordo¬ 
va Street, Anchorage, Alaska 99501, 
and the Regional Solicitor, Office of 
the Solicitor, 510 L Street, suite 408, 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501, also: 

1. Any party receiving service of this 
decision shall have 30 days from the 
receipt of this decision to file an 
appeal. 

2. Any unknown parties, any parties 

unable to be located after reasonable 
efforts have been expended to locate, 
and any parties who failed or refused 
to sign the return receipt shall have 
until-to file an appeal. 

3. Any party known or unknown who 
may claim a property interest which is 
adversely affected by this decision 
shall be deemed to have waived those 
rights which were adversely affected 
unless an appeal is timely filed with 
the Alaska Native Claims Appeal 
Board. 

4. If the Karluk Native Corp. or 
Koniag, Inc., objects to any easement 
which is identified herein for reserva¬ 
tion in the conveyance, which is sub¬ 
ject to the discretion of the State Di¬ 
rector and not reserved pursuant to an 
express Secretarial directive, a peti¬ 
tion for reconsideration must be filed 
within 30 days from receipt of service 
with the State Director, Bureau of 
Land Management, 555 Cordova 
Street, Anchorage, Alaska 99501. A 
copy of the petition should be served 
upon the Regional Solicitor, Office of 
the Solicitor. 510 L Street, suite 408, 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501. If a petition 
for reconsideration is not filed, it will 
be deemed that the right to contest 
any such easement has been waived. 

If an appeal is taken, the adverse 
parties to be served with a copy of the 
notice of appeal are: 

The Karluk Native Corp., c/o P.O. Box 746, 

Kodiak, Alaska 99615. 

Koniag. Inc., P.O. Box 746. Kodiak, Alaska 

99615. 

To avoid summary dismissal of the 
appeal, there must be strict compli¬ 
ance with the regulations governing 
such appeals. Further information on 
the manner of, and requirements for 
filing an appeal may be obtained from 
the Bureau of Land Management, 555 
Cordova Street, Anchorage, Alaska 
99501. 

Robert E. Sorenson, 
Chief ; Branch of Lands 
and Minerals Operations. 

[FR Doc. 77-34842 FUed 12-6-77; 8:45 ami 
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[ 4310 - 84 ] 

Bureau of Land Management 

[C-26085, C-26085-A] 

COLORADO 

Pipeline Application: Northwest Pipeline Carp. 

November 29, 1977. 

Notice Is hereby given that, pursu¬ 
ant to section 28 of the Mineral Leas¬ 
ing Act of 1920 (41 Stat. 449), as 
amended (30 U.S.C. 185), Northwest 
Pipeline Corp., P.O. Box 1526, Salt 
Lake City, Utah 84110, has applied for 
a right-of-way for a 4%-inch lateral 
natural gas gathering pipeline totaling 
approximately 11 miles in length 
across the following National Re¬ 
source Lands: 

Sixth Principal Meridian. Rio Blanco 
County, Colo. 

R/W No. 77404 Trunk A 

T. 2 N.. R. 97 W. 

Sec. 4: SW, 

Sec. 8: NWW Ett; 

Sec. 9: NWV*; 
q pr 17- All* 

Sec! 18: WV4SEW and 
Sec. 19: NWy*. 

R/W No. 77490 Trunk B 

T. 2 N.. R. 97 W. 

Sec. 19: EW NWW 
T. 2 N., R. 98 W. 

Sec. 9: EW 

Sec. 10: NVfe, SWWSWW NEV^SEVfc; 

Sec. lhSWy*. WV^SEW 
Sec. 13: WV4, WttSEV^ 

Sec. 14: NEV*. EVfeSEW and 
Sec. 15: NWW 

The proposed facility is to be the 
White River Dome Gathering System. 
It will enable the applicant to increase 
its natural gas gathering and transpor¬ 
tation systems and thereby meet the 
demands of its customers. 

The purposes of this notice are: To 
inform the public that the Bureau of 
Land Management will be proceeding 
with the preparation of environmental 
and other analyses necessary for de¬ 
termining whether the application 
should be approved and, if so, under 
what terms and conditions: to allow in¬ 
terested parties to comment on the ap¬ 
plication, and to allow any persons as¬ 
serting a claim to the lands or having 
bona fide objections to the proposed 
natural gas pipeline right-of-way to 
file their objections in this office. Any 
person asserting a claim to the lands 
or having bona fide objections must 
include evidence that a copy thereof 
has been served on the applicant, 
Northwest Pipeline Corp. 

Any comment, claim, or objections 
must be filed with the Chief, Branch 
of Adjudication. Bureau of Land Man¬ 
agement, Colorado State Office, room 
700, Colorado State Bank Building, 
1600 Broadway, Denver, Colo. 80202, 


as promptly as possible after publica¬ 
tion of the notice. 

Andrew W. Heard, Jr., 
Leader> Craig Team, 
Branch of Adjudication. 
(FR Doc. 77-34934 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 ami 


[ 4310 - 84 ] 

[C-25379-C, C-22771-J] 

COLORADO 

Pipalln# Application: Northwatf Pipollna Corp. 

November 29, 1977. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursu¬ 
ant to section 28 of the Mineral Leas¬ 
ing Act of 1920 (41 Stat. 449), as 
amended (30 U.S.C. 185), Northwest 
Pipeline Corp., P.O. Box 1526, Salt 
Lake City, Utah 84110, has applied for 
a right-of-way for a 4V6-inch lateral 
natural gas gathering pipeline totaling 
approximately 0.055 of a mile in 
length the following National Re¬ 
source Lands: 

Sixth Principal Meridian, Rio Blanco 
County, Colo. 

T. 4 S., R. 101 W. 

Sec. 1: NEViNEY^ and 

Sec. 24: NEWSWW 

The proposed facilities are parts of 
the Trail Canyon Gathering System. 
They will enable the applicant to in¬ 
crease its natural gas gathering and 
transportation systems and thereby 
meet the demands of its customers. 

The purposes of this notice are: To 
inform the public that the Bureau of 
Land Management will be proceeding 
with the preparation of environmental 
and other analyses necessary for de¬ 
termining whether the application 
should be approved and, if so, under 
what terms and conditions; to allow in¬ 
terested parties to comment on the ap¬ 
plication, and to allow any persons as¬ 
serting a claim to the lands or having 
bona fide objections to the proposed 
natural gas pipeline right-of-way to 
file their objections in this office. Any 
person asserting a claim to the lands 
or having bona fide objections must 
include evidence that a copy thereof 
has been served on the applicant. 

Any comment, claim, or objections 
must be filed with the Chief, Branch 
of Adjudication. Bureau of Land Man¬ 
agement, Colorado State Office, room 
700, Colorado State Bank Building, 
1600 Broadway, Denver. Colo. 80202, 
as promptly as possible after publica¬ 
tion of the notice. 

Andrew W. Heard, Jr., 
Leader Craig Team, 
Branch of Adjudication. 

[FR Doc. 77-34935 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 ami 


[ 4310 - 84 ] 

CC-24276-E, C-25136-A, C-093629-B1 

COLORADO 

Plpaltna Application: Wattarn Slop# Gat Co. 

November 29, 1977. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursu¬ 
ant to section 28 of the Mineral Leas¬ 
ing Act of 1920 (41 Stat. 449), as 
amended (30 U.S.C. 185), Western 
Slope Gas Co.. P.O. Box 840, Denver, 
Colo. 80201, has applied for a right-of- 
way for 4-inch natural gas gathering 
pipelines totaling approximately 3.23 
miles in length across the following 
National Resource Lands: 

Sixth Principal Meridian, Rio Blanco 
County, Colo. 

T. 2 S., R. 101 W. 

Sec. 16: SW SWYiNWW 

Sec. 17: EWEW 

Sec. 21: NEW. 

Sec. 28: WttSWW, 

Sec. 29: NEW SW 

Sec. 32: NWSEW and 

Sec. 33: NVfcSWW 

The proposed facilities are to be 
parts of the West Douglas Natural 
Gas Gathering System. They will 
enable the applicant to increase its 
natural gas gathering and transporta¬ 
tion systems and thereby meet the de¬ 
mands of its customers. 

The purposes of this notice are: To 
Inform the public that the Bureau of 
Land Management will be proceeding 
with the preparation of environmental 
and other analyses necessary for de¬ 
termining whether the application 
should be approved and, if so. under 
what terms and conditions: to allow in¬ 
terested parties to comment on the ap¬ 
plication, and to allow any persons as¬ 
serting a claim to the lands or having 
bona fide objections to the proposed 
natural gas pipeline right-of-way to 
file their objections in this office. Any 
person asserting a claim to the lands 
or having bona fide objections must 
include evidence that a copy thereof 
has been served on the applicant. 

Any comment, claim, or objections 
must be filed with the Chief. Branch 
of Adjudication, Bureau of Land Man¬ 
agement, Colorado State Office, room 
700, Colorado State Bank Building, 
1600 Broadway, Denver, Colo. 80202,- 
as promptly as possible after publica¬ 
tion of the notice. 

Andrew W. Heard, Jr., 
Leader Craig Team, 
Branch of Adjudication. 

[FR Doc. 77-34936 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 am) 
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[ 4310 - 84 ] 

CNM 32205] 

NEW MEXICO 
Application 

November 28,1977. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursu¬ 
ant to section 28 of the Mineral Leas¬ 
ing Act of 1920 (30 U.S.C. 185), as 
amended by the Act of November 16, 
1973 (87 Stat. 576), El Paso Natural 
Gas Co., has applied for one 8%-inch 
natural gas pipeline right-of-way 
across the following land: 

New Mexico Principal Meridian, N. Mex. 

T. 29 N.. R. 8 W. 

Sec. 15, SEV-iSWtt; 

Sec. 22, WWNEV4, NEV4NWV4, NVfeSEVfc 
and SEttSEW. 

Sec. 23,S^SWV4: 

Sec. 25. SWttNWV*. WttSWy^ SEV^SWVfc 
and S^SEVfc; 

Sec. 26, NV4NEV4, SEViNEVi and 
NEKNWVfc. 

This pipeline will convey natural gas 
across 3.351 miles of public land in San 
Juan County, N. Mex. 

The purpose of this notice is to 
inform the public that the Bureau will 
be proceeding with consideration of 
whether the application should be ap¬ 
proved, and if so, under what terms 
and conditions. 

Interested persons desiring to ex¬ 
press their views should promptly 
send their name and address to the 
District Manager, Bureau of Land 
Management, P.O. Box 6770, Albu¬ 
querque, N. Mex. 87107. 

Fred E. Padilla, 

Chief, Branch of 
Lands and Minerals Operations . 

[PR Doc. 77-34937 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 4310 - 84 ] 

[NM 32209] 

NEW MEXICO 
Application 

November 25,1977. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursu¬ 
ant to section 28 of the Mineral Leas¬ 
ing Act of 1920 (30 U.S.C. 185), as 
amended by the Act of November 16. 
1973 (87 Stat. 576), Northwest Pipeline 
Corp. has applied for a cathodic pro¬ 
tection station right-of-way across the 
following land: 

New Mexico Principal Meridian, N. Mex. 

T. 25 N.. R. 10 W. 

Sec. 14, NEV4SEV4. 

This cathodic protection station will 
be used for natural gas operations 
across 0.063 of a mile of public land in 
San Juan County, N. Mex. 

The purpose of this notice is to 
inform the public that the Bureau will 


be proceeding with consideration of 
whether the application should be ap¬ 
proved, and if so. under what terms 
and conditions. 

Interested persons desiring to ex¬ 
press their views should promptly 
send their name and address to the 
District Manager. Bureau of Land 
Management, P.O. Box 6770. Albu¬ 
querque, N. Mex. 87107. 

Fred E. Padilla, 

Chief Branch of 
Lands and Minerals Operations . 

[FR Doc. 77-34938 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 am) 


[ 4310 - 84 ] 

PACIFIC OUTER CONTINENTAL SHELF 
Availability of Offical Protraction Diagram 

AGENCY: Department of the Interior, 
Bureau of Land Management. 

ACTION: Pacific Outer Continental 
Shelf, availability of Official Protrac¬ 
tion Diagram. 

ADDRESS: 300 North Los Angeles 
Street, Los Angeles, Calif. 90012. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

William E. Grant, 213-688-7234. 

Notice is hereby given that, effective 
with this publication, the following 
OCS Official Protraction Diagram ap¬ 
proved on the date indicated, is avail¬ 
able, for information only, in the Pa¬ 
cific Outer Continental Shelf Office, 
Bureau of Land Management, Los An¬ 
geles, Calif. In accordance with title 
43, Code of Federal Regulations, this 
protraction diagram is the basic record 
for the description of mineral and oil 
and gas lease offers in the geographic 
area it represents. 

Outer Continental Shelf Official 
Protraction Diagram 

Description and Approval Date 

NI 11-10, San Clemente, revised, September 
27. 1977. 

Copies of this diagram are for sale at 
two dollars ($2) per copy by the Man¬ 
ager, Pacific Outer Continental Shelf 
Office, Bureau of Land Management, 
300 North Los Angeles Street, room 
7127, Los Angeles, Calif. 90012. Checks 
or money orders should be made pay¬ 
able to the Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment. 

Merlin I. Carter, 
Acting Manager, Pacific Outer 
Continental Shelf Office. 
[FR Doc. 77-34964 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 4310 - 10 ] 

Offlca of the Secretary 

[Order No. 3015] 

DIRECTOR AND DEPUTY DIRECTOR, OFFICE OF 
AUDIT AND INVESTIGATION 

Delegation of Authority to Administer Oaths 
and Take Depositions 

Sec. 1. Purpose. The purpose of this 
order is to extend the authority of 43 
U.S.C. 1466 (to administer oaths and 
to take affidavits or depositions) to 
the Director and Deputy Director of 
the Office of Audit and Investigation, 
since the functional responsibility for 
investigative activities is under the 
direct control of these two employees 
and occasions arise where it is neces¬ 
sary for them to be personally in- 
volved in investigations. 

Sec. 2. Authority. This order is issued 
in accordance with the authority pro¬ 
vided under Reorganization Plan No. 3 
of 1950 (64 Stat. 1262). 

Sec. 3. Delegation. Authority is 
hereby delegated to the Director and 
Deputy Director, Office of Audit and 
Investigation, to administer to or take 
from any person an oath, affirmation, 
or affidavit or deposition, whenever 
necessary in the performance of their 
official duties. 

Sec. 4. Effective Date. This order is 
effective immediately. Its provisions 
shall remain in effect until amended, 
superseded or revoked, whichever 
occurs first. However, in the absence 
of the foregoing actions the provisions 
of this order shall terminate and be 
considered obsolete on June 30,1978. 

Dated: November 25,1977. 

Cecil D. Andrus, 
Secretary of the Interior. 
[FR Doc. 77-34939 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 am] 
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DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

Drug Enforcement Administration 

CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES IN SCHEDULES I 
AND II 

Efttablithmonf Of An Intorlm 1978 Aggregate 
Production Quota For Phonmotrazino 

Section 306 of the Controlled Sub¬ 
stances Act (21 U.S.C. 826), requires 
the Attorney General to establish ag¬ 
gregate production quotas for all con¬ 
trolled substances in Schedules I and 
II each year. This responsibility has 
been delegated to the Administrator of 
the Drug Enforcement Administration 
pursuant to § 0.100 of Title 28 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations. 

On October 19, 1977, a notice of the 
proposed aggregate production quotas 
for Schedule I and n controlled sub¬ 
stances for 1978 was published in the 
Federal Register (42 FR 55852-53). 
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All interested parties were Invited to 
comment or object to the proposed ag¬ 
gregate production quotas on or 
before November 21, 1977. 

The attorneys representing Western 
Fher Laboratories of Puerto Rico, 
Ciba-Geigy Corp., of Summit, N.J. and 
Boehringer Ingelheim Ltd. of Elms- 
ford, N.Y. (the companies), submitted 
comments and a request for hearing 
relative to the proposed aggregate pro¬ 
duction quota for phenmetrazine, stat¬ 
ing that the proposed quota is inad¬ 
equate to provide sufficient material 
to meet 1978 legitimate medical needs 
for this substance. 

In their comments, the attorneys for 
the companies proposed that increased 
quota authorizations be granted for 
phenmetrazine which will serve as re¬ 
serve stock pending resolution of the 

1977 phenmetrazine quota proceedings 
(Docket No. 77-19), the results of 
which will most likely influence the 
derivation of the 1978 quota. In order 
for the companies to be able to obtain 
sufficient phenmetrazine in 1978 in 
the event that they prevail in the 1977 
phenmetrazine quota proceedings, the 
attorneys for the companies propose 
that the companies be permitted suffi¬ 
cient inventory allowance and an ade¬ 
quate procurement quota so that 
meaningful revisions of the 1978 
quotas could take place at a later time. 

DEA has reviewed in great detail the 
comments and proposal submitted by 
the attorneys for the companies and 
agrees to the proposal with the stipu¬ 
lations as set forth hereafter. At this 
time, DEA has decided that it would 
be inappropriate for DEA to finalize a 

1978 quota for phenmetrazine pending 
final resolution of the 1977 phenme¬ 
trazine quota proceedings, which could 
directly affect the manner in which 
the final 1978 quota for this substance 
is calculated. 

To provide for the ongoing manufac¬ 
ture and needs of the United States 
for phenmetrazine pending a time 
when a final quota can be calculated, 
DEA is hereby establishing an interim 
1978 aggregate production quota. This 
interim quota will, by agreement be¬ 
tween DEA and the companies in this 
matter, have the following stipulations 
attached to its issuance: 

(1) The dosage form manufacturer hold¬ 
ing the procurement quota will agree to 
transfer in 1978 to the primary distributor 
of phenmetrazine (as Preludin), an amount 
of phenmetrazine no greater than that 
amount which the primary distributor has 
estimated that it will distribute in 1977. 

(2) All quantities of inventory on hand at 
the dosage form manufacturer of this prod¬ 
uct in excess of the quantity transferred In 
line with stipulation number one, will be 
held under seal and must not be transferred 
to the primary distributor until such time 
that written authorization is provided by 
DEA for the release of the seal placed on 
the material. 

Therefore, given the acceptance of 
the above stated stipulations, under 


the authority vested in the Attorney 
General by Section 306 of the Con¬ 
trolled Substances Act (21 U.S.C. 826), 
and delegated to the Administrator of 
the Drug Enforcement Administration 
by §0.100 of Title 28 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations, the Administra¬ 
tor hereby orders that an interim ag¬ 
gregate production quota for phenme¬ 
trazine, expressed in grams of anhy¬ 
drous base, be established as follows: 

Basic Class and Interim 1978 Quota 
Phenmetrazine, 5.585.000. 

This order is effective December 7, 
1977. 

Dated: December 2. 1977. 

Peter B. Bensinger, 
Administrator , Drug 
Enforcement Administration. 

[FR Doc. 77-34843 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 ami 
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LEGAL SERVICES CORPORATION 

Grants and Contracts 

December 2, 1977. 

The Legal Services Corp. was estab¬ 
lished pursuant to the Legal Services 
Corporation Act of 1974, Pub. L. 93- 
355, 88 Stat. 378, 42 U.S.C. 2996-29961. 
Section 1007(f) provides: “At least 30 
days prior to the approval of any 
grant application or prior to entering 
into a contract or prior to the initi¬ 
ation of any other project, the Corpo¬ 
ration shall announce publicly, and 
shall notify the Governor and the 
State Bar Association of any State 
where legal assistance wall thereby be 
initiated, of such grant, contract, or 
project • • 

The Legal Services Corporation 
hereby announces publicly that it is 
considering the grant applications sub¬ 
mitted by: 

1. Legal Services Corporation of 
Iowa, Des Moines, Iow'a to serve Linn, 
Benton, Muscatine, Webster, Boone, 
Hamilton, Humboldt, Calhoun, 
Wright, Jasper, Story, Cerro Gordo, 
Floyd, Butler. Franklin and Hancock 
Counties, Iowa. 

2. Bootheel Area Legal Assistance 
Program, Caruthersville, Missouri to 
serve Dunklin, Mississippi, New 
Madrid, Pemiscott, Scott, Cape Girar¬ 
deau, Stoddard and Butler Counties, 
Mo. 

3. Legal Aid Society of Omaha, 
Omaha, Nebr., to serve Burt. Cuming, 
Dakota, Dixon, Stanton, Thurston and 
Wayne Counties, Nebr. 

4. Panhandle Iiegal Services, Scotts- 
bluff, Nebr. to serve Cheyenne. 
Gardin, Deuel, Grant, Arthur. Keith, 
Hooker, McPherson, Thomas, Logan, 
Lincoln, Dawson, Buffalo and Hall 
Counties, Nebr. 

5. Black Hills Legal Services, Rapid 
City, South Dakota to serve Butte, 


Lawrence, Meade. Custer and Fall 
River Counties, S. Dak. 

6. Legal Sendees of Northeastern 
Wisconsin, Green Bay, Wis„ to serve 
Outagamie and Manitowoc Counties, 
Wis. 

Interested persons are hereby invit¬ 
ed to submit written comments or rec¬ 
ommendations concerning the above 
applications to the Regional Office of 
the Legal Services Corporation at: 

Legal Services Corp., Chicago Regional 
Office. 310 South Michigan Avenue, 24th 
floor, Chicago, Ill. 60604. 

Thomas Ehrlich, 
President 

TFR Doc. 77-34977 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 am) 
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GRANTS AND CONTRACTS 

December 2. 1977. 

The Legal Services Corporation was 
established pursuant to the Legal Ser¬ 
vices Corporation Act of 1974, Pub. L. 
93-355. 88 Stat. 378, 42 U.S.C. 2996- 
2996/. Section 1007(f) provides: “At 
least 30 days prior to the approval of 
any grant application or prior to en¬ 
tering into a contract or prior to the 
initiation of any other project, the 
Corporation shall announce publicly, 
and shall notify the Governor and the 
State Bar Association of any State 
where legal assistance will thereby be 
initiated, of such grant, contract, or 
project • • •" 

The Legal Services Corporation 
hereby announces publicly that it is 
considering the grant applications sub¬ 
mitted by: 

1. Legal Aid Society of Madison 
County, Huntsville. Ala., to serve Li¬ 
mestone and Morgan Counties, Ala. 

2. Legal Aid Society of Broward 
County, Ft. Lauderdale. Fla., to serve 
Broward County. Fla. 

3. Greater Orlando Area Legal Ser¬ 
vices, Orlando. Fla., to serve Orange 
County, Fla. 

4. Legal Services of North Florida, 
Tallahassee, Fla., to serve Jefferson. 
Wakulla, Gadsden, Liberty, Franklin, 
Gulf, and Calhoun Counties, Fla. 

5. Northern Kentucky Legal Ser¬ 
vices, Covington, Ky., to serve Carroll, 
Galatin, Grant. Owen, and Pendleton 
Counties, Ky. 

6. Northest Kentucky Legal Services. 
Morehead, Ky., to serve Bracken, 
Mason, Nicholas, and Robertson Coun¬ 
ties. Ky. 

7. North Louisiana Legal Assistance 
Corp., Monroe, La., to serve Franklin 
and East Carroll Counties, La. 

8. Legal Aid Service Agency, Colum¬ 
bia, S.C., to serve Sumter, Newberry, 
and Fairfield Counties, S.C. 

9. Neighborhood Legal Assistance 
Program in Charleston, S.C., to serve 
Berkeley and Dorchester Counties. 
S.C. 
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10. Legal Services Agency of Green¬ 
ville County in Greenville, S.C., to 
serve Anderson, Oconee, and Pickens 
Counties, S.C., 

11. Spartanburg County Legal Aid 
Society In Spartanburg, S.C., to serve 
Spartanburg. Union, and Cherokee 
Counties, S.C. 

12. University of Tennessee Legal 
Aid Clinic in Knoxville, Tenn., to serve 
Blount, Loudon, and Sevier Counties, 
Tenn. 

13. Legal Services of Nashville and 
Middle Tennessee in Nashville, Tenn., 
to serve Cheatham, Robertson, and 
Williamson Counties. Tenn. 

Interested persons are hereby invit- 
* ed to submit written comments or rec¬ 
ommendations concerning the above 
applications to the regional office of 
the Legal Services Corporation at: 

Legal Services Corporation 

Atlanta Regional Office 

615 Peachtree Street NE., 9th Floor 

Atlanta. Ga. 30308 

Thomas Ehrlich. 

President , 

[FR Doc. 77-349 78 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 ami 

[ 6820 - 35 ] 

GRANTS AND CONTRACTS 

December 2, 1977. 

The Legal Services Corporation was 
established pursuant to theLegal Ser¬ 
vices Corporation Act of 1974, Pub. L. 
93-355, 88 Stat. 378, 42 U.S.C. 2996- 
29961. Section 1007(f) provides: “At 
least 30 days prior to the approval of 
any grant application or prior to en¬ 
tering Into a contract or prior to the 
initiation of any other project, the 
Corporation shall announce publicly, 
and shall notify the Governor and the 
State Bar Association of any State 
where legal assistance will thereby be 
initiated, of such grant, contract, or 
project • • •" 

The . Legal Services Corporation 
hereby announces publicly that it is 
considering the grant applications sub¬ 
mitted by: 

1. Virginia Legal Aid Society in Rich¬ 
mond. Va., to serve Greensville, Bruns¬ 
wick. Sussex, Dlnwiddie, Mecklenburg. 
Halifax. Lunenburg, Prince Edward. 
Nottaway. Ameilia, Buckingham, Cum¬ 
berland. Charlotte, Campbell. Appo¬ 
mattox. Pittsylvania, Henry, and Pat¬ 
rick counties, and the cities of Dan¬ 
ville. Emporia, Lynchburg, Martins¬ 
ville. and South Boston. 

2. Neighborhood Legal Aid Society, 
Inc. In Richmond, Va.. to serve the 
counties of New Kent, Charles City. 
Goochland, Powhatan, and Prince 
George, and the city of Petersburg. 

3. Legal Aid Society of Roanoke 
Valley in Roanoke. Va.. to serve the 
counties of Franklin and Alleghany, 
and the cities of Covington and Clif¬ 
ton Forge. 

4. Upper Peninsula Legal Services in 
Sault Ste Marie. Mich., to serve Grand 
Traverse and Kalkaska counties. 


5. Legal Services of Eastern Michi¬ 
gan in Flint, Mich., to serve Tuscola 
county. 

6. Washtenaw County Legal Aid So¬ 
ciety in Ann Arbor, Mich., to serve 
Monroe, Lenawee, and Jackson coun¬ 
ties. 

7. Legal Services of Western Michi¬ 
gan in Grand Rapids. Mich., to serve 
Allegan and Ottawa counties. 

8. Ohio State Legal Services Associ¬ 
ation in Columbus. Ohio, to serve Law¬ 
rence and Athens counties. 

9. Legal Aid Society of Cleveland in 
Cleveland, Ohio, to serve Lake and 
Geauga counties. 

10. Summit County Legal Aid Soci¬ 
ety in Akron, Ohio, to serve Portage 
county. 

11. Mahoning County Legal Assis¬ 
tance Association in Youngstown, 
Ohio, to serve Trumbull county. 

12. Advocates for Basic Legal Equali¬ 
ty. Inc. in Toledo. Ohio, to serve Wil¬ 
liams, Defiance, Paulding, Fulton, 
Henry, Wood, Hancock, Ottawa. San¬ 
dusky, Seneca, Erie, Huron, and Wy¬ 
andot counties. 

13. Allen County Legal Services As¬ 
sociation in Lima, Ohio, to serve Van- 
Wert. Mercer. Darke, Putnam, Aug¬ 
laize, Shelby, Logan, and Hardin coun¬ 
ties. 

Interested persons are hereby invit¬ 
ed to submit written comments or rec¬ 
ommendations concerning the above 
applications to the Regional Office of 
the Legal Services Corporation at: 

Lego! Sen ices Corporation 

Northern Virginia Regional Office 

1730 North Lynn Street, suite 600 

Arlington, Va. 22209 

Thomas Ehrlich, 
President 

[FR Doc. 77-34979 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 ami 
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NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION 

ADVISORY COMMITTEE FOR POLICY RE¬ 
SEARCH AND ANALYSIS AND SCIENCE RE¬ 
SOURCES STUDIES 

Ettablishment 

Pursuant to the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act (Pub. L. 92-463). it is 
hereby determined that the establish¬ 
ment of the Advisory Committee for 
Policy Research and Analysis and Sci¬ 
ence Resources Studies is necessary, 
appropriate, and in the public interest 
in connection with the performance of 
the duties imposed upon the Director. 
National Science Foundation (NSF). 
by the National Science Foundation 
Act of 1950, as amended, and other ap¬ 
plicable law. This determination fol¬ 
lows consultation with the Committee 
Management Secretariat, pursuant to 
the Federal Advisory Committee Act 
and OMB Circular No. A-63, Revised. 

Name of Committee: Advisory Committee 
for Policy Research and Analysis and Sci¬ 
ence Resources Studies. 


Purpose: To provide advice, recommenda¬ 
tions. and oversight concerning program 
emphases and directions of the Divisions 
of PRA and SRS, Including research, data 
collection, and analyses, and support of re¬ 
lated extramural activities. 

Effective date of establishment and dura¬ 
tion: The establishment of the Committee 
is effective upon filing the charter with 
the Director. NSF. and the standing com 
mittees of Congress having legislative ju¬ 
risdiction of the NSF. The Committee will 
operate on a continuing basis contingent 
upon its renewal every two years. 

Membership: Membership of the Committee 
shall be fairly balanced in the terms of 
the point of view represented and the 
Committee's functions. The Committee 
will consist of approximately 24 persons 
selected from the scientific community 
with specialization in diverse fields. A gen 
eral understanding of the requirements 
for policymaking will be sought as well as 
competence In a specialized field. Mem¬ 
bers of the Committee will be chosen so as 
to be reasonably representative of subspe¬ 
ciality competence within policy research 
and analysis and science resources studies 
and the different types and sizes of insti¬ 
tutions having research programs In those 
areas, of the sexes, of minority scientists, 
and of geographical regions In the United 
States. 

Operation: The Committee will operate in 
accordance with provisions of the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act (Pub. L. 92-463), 
NSF policy and procedures. OMB Circular 
No. AS-63, Revised, and other directives 
and instructions issued in Implementation 
of the Act. 

Richard C. Atkinson, 
Director. 

December 12. 1977. 

[FR Doc. 77-35039 Filed 12-6-77; 8.45 ami 
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FEDERAL SCIENTIFIC AND TECHNICAL 
INFORMATION MANAGERS 

Mailing 

The next meeting of the Federal Sci¬ 
entific and Technical Information 
Managers will be held on Wednesday. 
December 14, 1977, from 9:30 a.m.-12 
noon, at the Library of Congress. 
Whittall Pavilion. 10 First Street SE.. 
Washington. D.C. The theme of this 
meeting will be “Document Access: 
Where We Stand.“ 

These meetings, sponsored by the 
National Science Foundation, provide 
a forum for the interchange of infor¬ 
mation concerning common problems 
and coordination in the areas of Fed¬ 
eral scientific and technical informa¬ 
tion and communications. 

These meetings are designed solely 
for the benefit of Federal employees 
and officers and do not fall under the 
provisions of the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act (Pub. L. 92-463). How¬ 
ever, this meeting is believed to be of 
sufficient importance and interest to 
the public to be announced in the Fed 
eral Register. 

Any persons wishing to attend this 
meeting or requiring further informa- 
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tion should contact me, Division of 
Science Information, National Science 
Foundation, Washington, D.C. 20550, 
telephone 202-632-5824. 

Lee G. Burchinal, 
Director, Division 
of Science Information. 

November 30, 1977. 

[FR Doc. 77-35038 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 am) 
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NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON REACTOR SAFE¬ 
GUARDS, SUBCOMMITTEE ON REACTOR 
SAFETY RESEARCH 

Mooting 

The ACRS Subcommittee on Reac¬ 
tor Safety Research will hold an open 
meeting on December 22, 1977, in 
room 1046, 1717 H Street NW., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20555. 

In accordance with the procedures 
outlined in the Federal Register on 
October 31, 1977, page 56972, oral or 
written statements may be presented 
by members of the public, recordings 
will be permitted only during those 
portions of the meeting when a tran¬ 
script is being kept, and questions may 
be asked only by members of the Sub¬ 
committee, its consultants, and Staff. 

The agenda for subject meeting 
shall be as follows: Thursday, Decem¬ 
ber 22, 1977, 8:30 a.m. until the conclu¬ 
sion of business. 

The Subcommittee will continue 
preparation of a report on the Reactor 
Safety Research Program. It may be 
necessary to organize into working 
subgroups to prepare those portions of 
the report dealing with the following 
areas: 

Systems engineering and analysis develop¬ 
ment. 

Metallurgy, materials, and reactor fuel be¬ 
havior. 

Site related safety research. 

Advanced reactor safety research. 
Safeguards, fuel cycle and environmental 
research. 

Risk assessment research. 

Specific arrangements regarding the 
location and timing of these sessions 
will be announced during the course of 
the meeting. 

Further information regarding 
topics to be discussed, whether the 
meeting has been cancelled or resche¬ 
duled, the Chairman's ruling on re¬ 
quests for the opportunity to present 
oral statements and the time allotted 
therefor can be obtained by a prepaid 
telephone call to the Designated Fed¬ 
eral Employee for this meeting, Mr. 
Thomas G. McCreless, telephone 202- 
634-1374, between 8:15 a.m. and 5 p.m., 
e.s.t. 


Dated: December 2,1977. 

John C. Hoyle, 
Advisory Committee 
Management Officer. 
[FR Doc. 77-35051 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 am] 
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[Docket No. 50-409) 

DAIRYLAND POWER COOPERATIVE 

Establishment of Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Board To Rule on Petitions 

Pursuant to delegation by the Com¬ 
mission dated December 29. 1972, pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register (37 FR 
28710), and sections 2.105, 2.700, 2.702, 
2.714, 2.714a. 2.717, and 2.721 of the 
Commission’s Regulations, all as 
amended, an Atomic Safety and Li¬ 
censing Board is being established to 
rule on petitions and/or requests for 
leave to intervene in the following pro¬ 
ceeding: 

Dairyland Power Cooperative 

(LaCrosse Bolling Water Reactor) Provi¬ 
sional Operating License No. DPR-45. 

This action is in reference to a 
notice published by the Commission 
on October 21. 1977, in the Federal 
Register (42 FR 56171), entitled "Pro¬ 
posed Issuance of Amendment to Pro¬ 
visional Operating License.” 

The Chairman of this Board and his 
address is as follows: 

Ivan W. Smith, Esq.. Atomic Safety and Li¬ 
censing Board Panel, U.S. Nuclear Regula¬ 
tory Commission, Washington. D.C. 20555. 

The other members of the Board 
and their addresses are as follows: 

Dr. George C. Anderson, Department of 
Oceanography, University of Washington, 
Seattle, Wash. 98195. 

Mr. Lester Komblith, Jr., Atomic Safety 
and Licensing Board Panel. U.S. Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20555. 

Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 30th 
day of November 1977. 

For the Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Board Panel. 

James R. Yore, 
Chairman. 

(FR Doc.77-34923 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 am] 
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[Docket No. 50-219) 

JERSEY CENTRAL POWER A LIGHT CO. 

Isiuonco of Amendment to Provisional 
Operating Licence 

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Com¬ 
mission (the Commission), has issued 
Amendment No. 25 to ih-ovisional Op¬ 
erating License No. DPR-16 issued to 
Jersey Central Power <fc Light Co., 
which revised Technical Specifications 


for operation of the Oyster Creek Nu¬ 
clear Generating Station, located in 
Ocean County, N.J. The amendment is 
effective as of its date of issuance. 

The amendment revises section 6.8, 
"Ihrocedures", of the Technical Speci¬ 
fications in response to a request made 
by the NRC in a letter to the licensee 
dated October 22, 1974. Editorial cor¬ 
rections are also being made to Speci¬ 
fications 3.4, 3.5, 6.6, 6.7, and 6.8. 

The application for the amendment 
complies with the standards and re¬ 
quirements of the Atomic Energy Act 
of 1954, as amended (the Act), and the 
Commission’s Rules and Regulations. 
The Commission has made appropri¬ 
ate findings as required by the Act and 
the Commission’s Rules and Regula¬ 
tions in 10 CFR Chapter I, which are 
set forth in the license amendment. 
Prior public notice of this amendment 
was not required since the amendment 
does not involve a significant hazards 
consideration. 

The Commission has determined 
that the issuance of this amendment 
will not result in any significant envi¬ 
ronmental impact and that pursuant 
to 10 CFR § 51.5(d)(4) an environmen¬ 
tal impact statement or negative decla¬ 
ration and environmental impact ap¬ 
praisal need not be prepared in con¬ 
nection with issuance of this amend¬ 
ment. 

For further details with respect to 
this action, see (1) the application for 
amendment dated June 24. 1977, (2) 
Amendment No. 25 to License No. 
DPR-16, and (3) the Commission's re¬ 
lated Safety Evaluation. All of these 
items are available for public inspec¬ 
tion at the Commission’s Public Docu¬ 
ment Room, 1717 H Street NW., 
Washington, D.C., and at the Ocean 
County Library, Brick Township 
Branch, 401 Chambers Bridge Road, 
Brick Town. N.J. 08723. A copy of 
items (2) and (3) may be obtained 
upon request addressed to the U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington. D.C. 20555, Attention: Di¬ 
rector, Division of Operating Reactors. 

Dated at Bethesda. Md., this 28th 
day of November 1977. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Com¬ 
mission. 

George Lear, 

Chief, Operating Reactors 
Branch No. 3 , Division of Op- 
erating Reactors. 

[FR Doc. 77-34924 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 am] 
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[Docket Nos. STN 50-580 and STN 50-581) 

OHIO EDISON COMPANY, ET AL 

Availability of Draft Envlronmontal Statomont 
for Erio Nuclear Plant, Units 1 and 2 

Ihirsuant to the National Environ¬ 
mental Policy Act of 1969 and the U.S. 
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Nuclear Regul atory Commission’s reg¬ 
ulations in 10 CFR Part 51, notice Is 
hereby given that a Draft Environ¬ 
mental Statement (NUREG-0337). 
prepared by the Commission’s Office 
of Nuclear Reactor Regulation related 
to the proposed construction of the 
Erie Nuclear Plant, Units 1 and 2. to 
be located in Erie County. Ohio, Is 
available for inspection by the public 
in the Commission’s Public Document 
Room at 1717 H Street NW.. Washing¬ 
ton. D.C., and in the Berlin Township 
Public Library. 4 East Main Street. 
Berlin Heights. Ohio. The Draft State¬ 
ment is also being made available at 
the Office of the Governor, State 
Clearinghouse, State Office Tower, 30 
East Broad Street. Columbus. Ohio, 
and at the Toledo Metropolitan Area 
Council of Governments, 420 Adison 
Avenue. Toledo. Ohio. Requests for 
copies of the Draft Environmental 
Statement should be addressed to the 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
Washington, D.C., Attention: Director. 
Division of Document Control. 

The Applican t's Environmental 
Report, as supplemented, submitted 
by Ohio Edison Co., et al.. is also avail¬ 
able for public inspection at the above- 
designated locations. Notice of avail¬ 
ability of the Applicant's Environmen¬ 
tal Report was published in the Feder¬ 
al Register on May 19, 1977 (42 FR 
25786). 

Pursuant to 10 CFR Part 51. inter¬ 
ested persons may submit comments 
on the Applicant’s Environmental 
Report, as supplemented, and the 
Draft Environmental Statement for 
the Commission’s consideration. Fed¬ 
eral and State agencies are being pro¬ 
vided with copies of the Applicant's 
Environmental Report and the Draft 
Environmental Statement (local agen¬ 
cies may obtain these documents upon 
request). Comments are due by Janu¬ 
ary 23, 1978. Comments by Federal, 
State, and local officials or other per¬ 
sons received by the Commission will 
be made available for public inspection 
at the Commission's Public Document 
Room in Washington, D.C., and the 
Berlin Township Public Library. 4 
East Main Street, Berlin Heights. 
Ohio. Upon consideration of com¬ 
ments submitted with respect to the 
Draft Environmental Statement, the 
Commission's staff will prepare a 
Final Environmental Statement, the 
availability of w'hich will be published 
in the Federal Register. 

Comments on the Draft Environ¬ 
mental Statement from interested per¬ 
sons of the public should be addressed 
to the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Com¬ 
mission. Washington, D.C. 20555, At¬ 
tention: Director. Division of Site 
Safety and Environmental Analysis. 

Dated at Bethesda, Md.. this 30th 
day of November 1977. 


For the Nuclear Regulatory Com¬ 
mission. 

Wm. H. Regan, Jr.. 
Chief ; Environmental Projects 
Branch 2, Division of Site 
Safety and Environmental 
Analysis. 

CFR Doc. 77-34925 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 ami 


[ 7590 - 01 ] 

REGULATORY GUIDE 
UsudfK* and Availability 

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
has issued a guide in its Regulatory 
Guide Series. This series has been de¬ 
veloped to describe and make available 
to the public methods acceptable to 
the NRC staff of Implementing specif¬ 
ic parts of the Commission's regula¬ 
tions and. in some cases, to delineate 
techniques used by the staff In evalu¬ 
ating specific problems or postulated 
accidents and to provide guidance to 
applicants concerning certain of the 
information needed by the staff in its 
review of applications for permits and 
licenses. 

Regulatory Guide 3.5, Revision 1, 
’’Standard Format and Content of Li¬ 
cense Applications for Uranium Mills." 
provides specific* guidance on the 
format and content of an application 
for an NRC Source Material License 
authorizing uranium milling activities. 

Comments and suggestions in con¬ 
nection with (1) items for inclusion in 
guides currently being developed or (2) 
improvements in all published guides 
are encouraged at any time. Public 
comments on Regulatory Guide 3.5. 
Revision 1. will. how r ever, be particu¬ 
larly useful in evaluating the need for 
an early revision if received by Febru¬ 
ary 6, 1978. 

Comments should be sent to the Sec¬ 
retary of the Commission. U.S. Nucle¬ 
ar Regulatory Commission. Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20555, Attention; Docketing 
and Service Branch. 

Regulatory guides are available for 
inspection at the Commission's Public 
Document Room. 1717 H Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. Requests for single 
copies of issued guides (which may be 
reproduced), or for placement on an 
automatic distribution list for single 
copies.of future guides in specific divi¬ 
sions should be made in writing to the 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
Washington. D.C. 20555, Attention: Di¬ 
rector. Division of Document Control. 
Telephone requests cannot be accom¬ 
modated. Regulatory guides are not 
copyrighted, and Commission approval 
is not required to reproduce them. 

(5 US.C. 552(a).) 

Dated at Rockville, Md., this 29th 
day of November 1977. 


For the Nuclear Regulatory Com 
mission. 

Robert B. Minogue, 
Director , Office of 
Standards Development 
CFR Doc. 77-34926 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 7590 - 01 ] 

LOW-UVEL WASTE DISPOSAL 

Commenti on Toik Forco Roporf (NUREG 

0217) and Statement on Implementation of 

Regulatory Program for Low-Level Waite 

Management 

This Notice presents: (1) A brief 
summary of the public comments on 
NUREG-0217, “NRC Task Force 
Report on Review of the Federal/ 
State Program for Regulation of Com¬ 
mercial Low-Level Radioactive Waste 
Burial Grounds” (FR 42 13366-13370. 
March 10, 1977; FR Doc. 77-7198); and 
(2) a statement on Implementation of 
the NRC regulatory program for low- 
level waste management. 

As part of a reexamination of the 
technical and regulatory basis for low 
level waste management, the Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission published 
NUREG-0217. “NRC Task Force 
Report on Review of the Federal/ 
State Program for Regulation of Com 
mercial Low-Level Radioactive Waste 
Burial Grounds" In March 1977. This 
report presented the Task Force find¬ 
ings and recommendations on the pro¬ 
grams of NRC and the States for regu¬ 
lating the disposal of commercial low- 
level wastes. The body of the report 
was also published in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister on March 10, 1977 (42 FR 13366) 
to solicit public comments which 
would be considered in the Commis 
sion's deliberation on the Task Force 
recommendations and In developing 
an NRC low-level waste management 
program. 

The concerns of the Task Force in 
making the recommendations in 
NUREG-0217 were: 

The need to establish a regulatory struc¬ 
ture for low-level waste disposal; 

The need to avoid site proliferation; 

The need to assure adequate capacity; 

The need to assure long-term care without 
placing a large or inequitable burden on the 
few States In which burial grounds are lo¬ 
cated; 

The need to assure the Congress and the 
public that an adequate and fully coordinat 
ed program for low-level waste disposal 
exists; 

The need for State participation; 

The need for coordination of Federal and 
State activities; and 

The need for a thorough examination of 
alternative disposal methods. 

From its findings, the Task Force 
made the following recommendations: 

I. The NRC should initiate action in 
cooperation with appropriate Federal 
and State agencies to increase Federal 
control over the disposal of low-level 
waste by: 
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a. Requiring: 1. Joint Federal/State 
approval of new disposal sites; 

2. NRC licensing, with State partici¬ 
pation, of current and new disposal 

sites; and 

3. Federal ownership of land for all 
disposal sites. 

b. Establishing a Federally adminis¬ 
tered perpetual care program. 

II. The NRC, in cooperation with ap¬ 
propriate Federal and State agencies, 
should accelerate development of the 
regulatory program for the disposal of 
low-level waste which includes regula¬ 
tions, standards, and criteria. 

III. The NRC should initiate imme¬ 
diately the necessary studies to identi¬ 
fy and evaluate the relative safety and 
Impacts of alternative low-level waste 
disposal methods. No new disposal 
sites should be licensed until a full ex¬ 
amination of alternative disposal 
methods has been completed or unless 
an urgent new need is identified. The 
NRC should assure effective use of ex¬ 
isting commercial burial grounds. 

Summary of Public Comments 

Thirty-three responses were received 
from Governors, State agencies, indus¬ 
try representatives, and other interest¬ 
ed parties. Copies of the comments 
and a detailed staff analysis of the 
comments may be examined at the 
Commission’s Public Document Room 
at 1717 H Street. Washington, D.C., 
and the staff analysis may be exam¬ 
ined at the Commission’s Local Public 
Document Rooms. Single copies of the 
staff analysis, which is being pub¬ 
lished as NUREG-0217, Supp. 1, are 
available to the extent of supply from 
the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion, Division of Technical Informa¬ 
tion and Document Control, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20545. Copies are also avail¬ 
able for sale from the National Tech¬ 
nical Information Service, Springfield, 
Va. 22161. 

Comments on Recommendation I for 
increased Federal control varied from 
mild agreement or tacit acceptance to 
well-developed positions in support of 
continuing the existing Federal/State 
roles. Those who agreed with the rec¬ 
ommendation generally reiterated the 
conclusions of the Task Force. Many 
commenters agreed with the conclu¬ 
sion that a better regulatory program 
is needed but questioned the recom¬ 
mendation that Federal control is the 
best solution. The comments recog¬ 
nized the need for active involvement 
of the States in low-level waste man¬ 
agement to satisfy their vested inter¬ 
ests in protecting the health and 
safety of their citizens and in land use 
decisions. While no conclusive reasons 
to alter Task Force Recommendation I 
were given, the comments indicated 
the need to develop a broader base of 
technical support before adopting the 
recommendation. 

All commenters agreed with Recom¬ 
mendation II (development of a regu¬ 


latory program) and part of Recom¬ 
mendation III (study of alternative 
disposal methods). If anything, their 
comments strengthened the case for 
Recommendation II. Comments on the 
remainder of Recommendation III (no 
licensing of new sites) questioned the 
assumptions of the Task Force regard¬ 
ing waste volume projections and 
available disposal capacity. They also 
indicated that additional factors (e.g., 
regional distribution) should be taken 
into account before implementing the 
recommendation. 

Statement on Implementation of 

NRC Regulatory Program for Low- 

Level Waste Management 

Task Force Recommendations . In 
considering the Task Force recommen¬ 
dations, NRC analyzed the policy mat¬ 
ters addressed by the Task Force in 
preparing NUREG-0217, the public 
perceptions as reflected in the com¬ 
ments, and information gained from 
the comments of the ACRS, discus¬ 
sions at several public meetings, and 
additional analyses of low-level waste 
management. The NRC plans, based 
on this analysis, follow. 

Increased Federal Control. The Com¬ 
mission has taken the Task Force rec¬ 
ommendation for increased Federal 
control over low-level waste disposal 
under consideration but has not for¬ 
mally adopted it yet as NRC policy. 
The NRC believes that a number of 
unresolved questions should be an¬ 
swered before a final decision on this 
recommendation is made. Further, 
there is no compelling need to make a 
final decision on reassertion of Federal 
control at this time, since the States 
are adequately protecting the public 
health and safety. The NRC is study¬ 
ing the remaining Issues surrounding 
this Task Force recommendation and 
the NRC low-level waste management 
program described later will provide a 
solid foundation for making a final de¬ 
cision. 

Standards Development and Alterna¬ 
tives Study. The NRC and all com¬ 
menters agree that there is an urgent 
need to establish a regulatory program 
to develop a comprehensive set of 
standards and criteria for low-level 
waste disposal and to examine alterna¬ 
tives to shallow land burial. The NRC 
low-level waste management program 
will include development of a compre¬ 
hensive regulatory framework and an 
examination of alternative disposal 
methods. 

Licensing of New Sites . As recom¬ 
mended by the Task Force, any new 
burial grounds will be fully Justified 
on the basis of need. The NRC will 
accept applications for new shallow 
land burial grounds and will treat 
them in the ordinary course of busi¬ 
ness with the need for additional ca¬ 
pacity being demonstrated on a case- 
by-case basis. The reevaluation of 


Task Force Recommendation III reaf¬ 
firmed the uncertainties in the waste 
volume generation and disposal capac¬ 
ity projections in the Task Force 
report. Additional capacity may be 
needed due to regional needs, equip¬ 
ment limitations, costs, and other fac¬ 
tors. Pending completion of ongoing 
studies, the staff believes that the en¬ 
vironmental impact from any new site 
which might be licensed, if properly 
sited and operated, will be small. Ap¬ 
plications for new burial sites will be 
treated by the NRC in the ordinary 
course of business with the need for 
additional capacity being demonstrat¬ 
ed on a case-by-case basis. The NRC 
would expect the Agreement States to 
treat applications for new burial sites 
they may receive in a similar manner. 

Low-Level Waste Program. The NRC 
low-level waste management program 
includes development of a regulatory 
framework, evaluation of alternative 
disposal methods and supporting re¬ 
search. The program emphasizes early 
results, utilization of NRC in-house re¬ 
sources. and cooperation with Federal 
and State agencies. Research efforts 
are being coordinated with DOE. EPA, 
the USGS, and numerous State agen¬ 
cies. 

Among the elements of the program 
are the following major activities: 

1. Waste Classification Regulation; 

2. Alternatives to Shallow Land 
Burial Study; 

3. Standards for Shallow Land 
Burial; 

4. Standards for Alternative Meth¬ 
ods; 

5. Shallow Land Burial Regula¬ 
tions and Guides: 

6. Alternative Methods. Regula¬ 
tions, and Guides. 

The program which is being pub¬ 
lished as NUREG-0240 may be exam¬ 
ined at the Commission’s Public Docu¬ 
ment Room at 1717 H Street, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. and at the Commission’s 
Local Public Document Rooms. Single 
copies are available to the extent of 
supply from the U.S. Nuclear Regula¬ 
tory Commission, Division of Techni¬ 
cal Information and Document Con¬ 
trol, Washington. D.C. 20545. Copies 
are also available for sale from the Na¬ 
tional Technical Information Service, 
Springfield, Va. 22161. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., this 
30th day of November 1977. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Com¬ 
mission. 

Samuel J. Chilk, 
Secretary of the Commission. 

CFR Doc. 77-34922 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 am] 
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[ 8025 - 01 ! 

SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 

[Declaration of Disaster Loan Area No. 
1390] 

COLORADO 

Declaration of Disaster loan Aroa 

The central business district in the 
downtown area of Port Collins, in Lar¬ 
imer County. Colo., constitutes a disas¬ 
ter area because of damage resulting 
from an explosion which occurred on 
April 26. 1977. 

Eligible persons, firms and organiza¬ 
tions may file applications for loans 
for physical damage until the close of 
business on December 23, 1977, and for 
economic injury until the close of busi¬ 
ness on July 21,1978 at: 

Small Business Administration, District 
Office, 721 19th Street, room 407, Denver, 
Colo. 80202. 

or other locally announced locations. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program Nos. 59002 and 59008.) 

Dated: October 21, 1977. 

Patricia M. Cloherty, 

Acting Administrator. 

[FR Doc. 77-34945 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 8025 - 01 ] 

HANDICAPPED ASSISTANCE LOANS AND 
BUSINESS LOANS 

Waiver of Adminittrative Celling! 

SBA has adopted administrative ceil¬ 
ings limiting the amount of financial 
assistance generally available to appli¬ 
cants for handicapped assistance loans 
(HAL) and regular business loans. SBA 
today (42 FR ) adopted regulations 
authorizing the waiver of the applica¬ 
ble ceilings upon a determination by 
SBA that the particular loan furthers 
a “National. Agency, or Regional pro¬ 
gram objective.** Sections 118.31(a)(3) 
and 122.5(c)(2) both provide that SBA 
may publish from time to time stan¬ 
dards or examples illustrating Nation¬ 
al. agency, and regional objectives, and 
that SBA will not recognize any such 
objective until it has first been pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register. 

In accordance with §§ 118.3i(aX3) 
and 122.5(c)(2) of title 13, CFR, the 
following examples of National, 
agency, regional objectives are pub¬ 
lished. To justify waiver of the appli¬ 
cable administrative ceiling, it must 
appear to SBA’s satisfaction that any 
two of the listed objectives will be ad¬ 
vanced by the loan In question. The 
objectives are: 

1. Construction of medical faculties, the 
need for which has been certified by appro¬ 
priate local authority; 

2. Conservation or production of energy; 

3. Creation or preservation of jobs; 


NOTICES 


4. Performance of a specific Government 
contract; 

5. Stimulation of the economy of a labor 
surplus area; 

6. Conservation of natural resources; 

7. Improvement of mass transit facilities; 

8. Economic development of depressed 
urban or rural areas. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Programs No. 59.012 and 59.021.) 

Dated: November 25. 1977. 

A. Vernon Weaver. 
Administrator. 
CFR Doc. 77-34941 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 8025 - 01 ] 

[Proposed License No. 09/09-02031 

IMPERIAL VENTURES, INC. 

Application for a Liconte To Operate at a 
Small Builnott Investment Company 

Notice is hereby given of the filing 
of an application with the Small Busi¬ 
ness Administration (SBA) pursuant 
to section 107.102 of the SBA Regula¬ 
tions (13 QFR 107.102 (1977)) by Impe¬ 
rial Ventures. Inc., 9920 South La 
Cienega Boulevard, Inglewood, Calif. 
90301, for a license to operate as a 
small business investment company 
(SBIC) under the provisions of the 
Small Business Investment Act of 1958 
(Act), as amended (15 U.S.C. 661 et 
seq.). 

The proposed officers, directors and 
principal stockholders are: 

George M. Eltlnge, 9920 South La Cienega 
Boulevard. Inglewood, Calif. 90301. chair¬ 
man, director. 

George L. Graziacho. 9920 South La Cien¬ 
ega Boulevard. Inglewood. Calif. 90301, 
vice chairman, president, director. 

Bernard G. LeBeau. 9920 South La Cienega 
Boulevard. Inglewood. Calif. 90301, execu¬ 
tive vice president. 

Robert Goldberg, 9920 South La Cienega 
Boulevard. Inglewood. Calif. 90301, senior 
vice president. 

Franklin N. Rayor, 9920 South La Cienega 
Boulevard. Inglewood, Calif. 90301, senior 
vice president, director. 

M. Dale Lyon. 9920 South La Cienega Bou¬ 
levard. Inglewood, Calif. 90301, senior vice 
president. 

Harvey H. Rosen, 1801 Century Park East, 
suite 2400, Los Angeles, Calif. 90067, secre¬ 
tary. 

Warren M. Gordon. 9920 South La Cienega 
Boulevard, Inglewood, Calif. 90301, direc¬ 
tor. 

Edgar R. Morris. 9920 South La Cienega 
Boulevard, Inglewood. Calif. 90301, direc¬ 
tor. 

Imperial Bank. 9920 South La Cienega Bou¬ 
levard. Inglewood. Calif. 90301, 100 per¬ 
cent. 

Imperial Bancorp. 9920 South La Cienega 
Boulevard. Inglewood, Calif. 90301. 

The SBIC will begin operations with 
an initial capitalization of $500,000. 
The applicant, which will be a Califor¬ 
nia corporation, intends to make in¬ 
vestments in small business concerns, 
with growth potential located primar¬ 


ily within Los Angeles, Orange, and 
San Diego counties. The investment 
policy of the applicant is to provide 
working capital to operative builders 
by either making loans and/or pur¬ 
chasing equity securities. 

On August 3, 1977, the SBA Admin¬ 
istrator established a policy of grant¬ 
ing exemptions on a case by case basis 
from section 107.10KCX2) of the Regu¬ 
lations governing SBIC*s. This section 
states “Where a Licensee does not op¬ 
erate as an approved real estate spe¬ 
cialist subject to paragraph (c)(3) of 
this section, its investments in Small 
Concerns classified under Major 
Groups 15, 65. and/or 70 of the SIC 
Manual shall not exceed one-third of 
its Portfolio in any one such Major 
Group, nor two-thirds for any combi¬ 
nation of such Major Groups, as of the 
close of any full fiscal year.** These ex¬ 
emptions will allow an SBIC to invest 
up to 100 percent of their portfolio in 
Major Group 15. This policy change 
was due to the continuing need for 
front end development capital in the 
homebuilding field, particularly 
among small homebuilders. It is the 
intention of the Applicant that such 
exemption will in no way preclude it 
from making lawful investments in 
other eligible small business concerns. 

Matters involved in SBA*s consider¬ 
ation of the application, in view of the 
particular circumstances involved, in¬ 
clude (1) the general business reputa¬ 
tion and character of the proposed 
owners and management, (2) the rea¬ 
sonable prospects for successful oper¬ 
ation of the new SBIC under such 
management (including adequate prof¬ 
itability and financial soundness, in 
accordance with the Act and Regula¬ 
tions), and (3) whether the proposed 
licensing action would be in further¬ 
ance of the purposes of the Act. 

Notice is hereby given that any 
person may, not later than 15 days 
from the date of publication of tills 
Notice, submit to SBA in writing com¬ 
ments on the proposed SBIC to: 
Depuly Associate Administrator for 
Investment, Small Business Adminis¬ 
tration, 1441 L Street NW.. Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20410. 

A copy of this notice will be pub¬ 
lished in a newspaper of general circu¬ 
lation in Inglewood. Calif. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 59.011, Small Business Invest¬ 
ment Companies.) 

Dated: November 21.1977. 

Peter F. McNeish, 
Deputy Associate Administrator 
for Investment 

[FR Doc. 77-34472 Filed 12-6-77: 8:45 am] 
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[ 8025 - 01 ] 

[License No. 06/06-5185] 

KAR-MAL VENTURE CAPITAL, INC 

liivanco of a License To Oporoto ai a Small 
Butfnott Investment Company 

On October 25, 1977, a notice was 
published in the Federal Register (42 
FR 56396), stating that Kar-Mal Ven¬ 
ture Capital, Inc., located at Park 
Plaza Shopping Center, University and 
Markham, Little Rock, Ark. 72205, had 
filed an application with the Small 
Business Administration pursuant to 
13 CFR 107.102 (1977) for a license to 
operate as a small business investment 
company under the provisions of sec¬ 
tion 301(d) of the Small Business In¬ 
vestment Act of 1953, as amended. 

The period for comment ^expired on 
November 10, 1977, and no comments 
were received. 

Notice is hereby given that having 
considered the application and other 
pertinent information. SBA has issued 
License No. 06/06-5185 to Kar-Mal 
Venture Capital, Inc. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 59.011, Small Business Invest¬ 
ment Companies.) 

Dated: November 29. 1977. 

Peter F. McNeish, 
Deputy Associate Administrator 
for Investment 

[FR Doc. 77-34942 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 8025 - 01 ] 

[License No. 05/05-0122] 

77 CAPITAL CORP. 

Itsuanco of a Small Buiinott Investment 
Company License 

On September 8, 1977, a notice was 
published in the Federal Register (42 
FR 45056) stating that an application 
had been filed by 77 Capital Corp., 777 
East Wisconsin Avenue, suite 3060, 
Milwaukee, Wis. 53202, with the Small 
Business Administration (SBA) pursu¬ 
ant to § 107.102 of the regulations gov¬ 
erning small business investment com¬ 
panies (13 CFR 107.102 (1977)) for a li¬ 
cense as a small business investment 
company. 

Interested parties were given until 
close of business September 23, 1977, 
to submit their comments to SBA. No 
comments were received. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursu¬ 
ant to section 301(c) of the Small Busi¬ 
ness Investment Act of 1958, as 
amended, after having considered the 
application and all other pertinent in¬ 
formation, SBA Issued License No. 05/ 
05-0122 on November 16, 1977, to 77 
Capital Corp., to operate as a small 
business investment company. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 59.011, Small Business Invest¬ 
ment Companies.) 


Dated: November 29, 1977. 

Peter F. McNeish, 
Deputy Associate Administrator 
for Investment 
[FR Doc. 77-34943 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 8025 - 01 ] 

[License No. 06/06-0175] 

SMALL BUSINESS INVESTMENT CAPITAL, INC 

Filing of Application for Approval of a Conflict 

of Interest Transaction Botwoon Associates 

Notice is hereby given that Small 
Business Investment Capital, Inc. (the 
Licensee), 10003 New Benton High¬ 
way, Little Rock, Ark. 72203, a Federal 
Licensee under the Small Business In¬ 
vestment Act of 1958, as amended (the 
Act), has filed an application with the 
Small Business Administration (SBA), 
pursuant to § 107.1004 of the regula¬ 
tions governing small business invest¬ 
ment companies (SBIC) (13 CFR 
107.1004 (1977)), for approval of a con¬ 
flict of interest transaction. 

It is proposed that the Licensee loan 
$35,000 to Mr. Harry Booe, an inde¬ 
pendent grocery store operator in the 
Little Rock area. Mr. Booe is consid¬ 
ered to be an Associate of the Licens¬ 
ee, as defined by § 107.3(c) of the SBA 
rules and regulations, in that he is 
Secretary, Treasurer, and a Director 
of Shur-Valu Stamps, Inc. Shur-Valu 
Stamps, Inc., is the sole owner of the 
Licensee. 

The Licensee has asserted that Mr. 
Booe is not involved in any way with 
the decisions or policymaking of the 
Licensee. He is not an officer of the Li¬ 
censee nor is he on its loan committee. 

Notice is further given that any 
person may, not later than December 
22. 1977, submit to SBA, in writing, 
comments on the proposed transac¬ 
tion. Any such comments should be 
addressed to: Associate Administrator 
for Finance and Investment, Small 
Business Administration, 1441 L Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20416. 

A copy of this'notice shall be pub¬ 
lished in a newspaper of general circu¬ 
lation in Little Rock and Salem, Ark. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 59.011, Small Business Invest¬ 
ment Companies.) 

Dated: December 1,1977. 

Peter F. McNeish, 
Deputy Associate Administrator 
for Investment 

[FR Doc. 77-34944 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 8025 - 01 ] 

[Declaration of Disaster Loan Area No. 
1402; Arndt. No. 1] 

VIRGINIA 

Declaration of Disaster Loan Area 

The above-numbered declaration 
(see 42 FR 60619) is amended in accor¬ 


dance with the President’s declaration 
of November 12. 1977, to include the 
independent city of Radford and Bu¬ 
chanan County, Va. The Small Busi¬ 
ness Administration will accept appli¬ 
cations for disaster relief loans from 
disaster victims within the indepen¬ 
dent city of Radford and Buchanan 
County and adjacent counties within 
the State, and is extending the filing 
date for physical damage on loan ap¬ 
plications until the close of business 
on January 16, 1978, and filing loan 
applications for economic injury until 
the close of business on August 17, 
1978. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program Nos. 59002 and 59008.) 

Dated: November 29, 1977. 

A. Vernon Weaver, 
Administrator. 

[FR Doc. 77-34946 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 4910 - 62 ] 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Office of the Secrotary 

[OST Docket No. 53; Notice 77-14] 

ANNUAL REVIEW OF ADVISORY COMMITTEES 
Termination of Committees 

The purpose of this notice is to iden¬ 
tify those advisory committees which 
the Department of Transportation has 
decided to terminate (15 of its 30 advi¬ 
sory committees), as a result of the 
annual review of advisory committees 
conducted earlier this year (42 FR 
16015; March 24. 1977). Two termina¬ 
tions—of the National Motor Vehicle 
Safety Advisory Council and the Tech¬ 
nical Pipeline Safety Standard Com¬ 
mittee—require congressional action. 
The first has already been accom¬ 
plished and the Council went out of 
existence October 1, 1977; the second 
would be accomplished by a bill now 
before the Congress. The other termi¬ 
nations require administrative actions 
by the Department which have been 
completed. 

Issued in Washington. D.C., on No¬ 
vember 28, 1977. 

Linda L. Smith, 
Departmental Committee 
Management Officer. 

Department of Transportation 

ADVISORY COMMITTEES SELECTED FOR 
TERMINATION 

1. Advisory Committee on Transportation 
Related Signs and Symbols. 

2. Citizen’s Advisory Committee on Avi¬ 
ation. 

3. Citizens Advisory Committee on Trans¬ 
portation Quality. 

4. Civil Reserve Air Fleet Advisory Com¬ 
mittee. 

5. Flight Information Advisory Commit¬ 
tee. 
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6. Microwave Landing System (MU3), Ad¬ 
visory Committee. 

7. National Motor Vehicle Safety Advisory 
Council. 

8. National Offshore Operations Industry 
Advisory Committee. 

9. Obstacle Clearance Requirements Advi¬ 
sory Committee for the United States. 

10. Southern Region Air Traffic Control 
Advisory Committee. 

11. Technical Pipeline Safety Standards 
Committee. 

12. Towing Industry Advisory Committee. 

13. U.S. Advisory Committee on Visual 
Aids to Approach and Landing. 

14. U.S. Terminal Instrument Procedures 
Advisory Committee. 

15. Youth Highway Safety Advisory Com¬ 
mittee. 

CPR Doc. 77-34947 Piled 12-8-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 4910 - 62 ] 

[OST Docket No. 22; Notice 77-151 

STANDARD TIME ZONE BOUNDARIES 

Operating Exceptions: Union Pacific Railroad 
Co. 

Effective December 1, 1977, the 
Union Pacific Railroad Co., is granted 
an exception from the standard time 
of the zones created by the Congress 
in the Act of March 18. 1918, as 
amended by the Uniform Time Act of 
1966 <15 U.S.C. 260-67). The exception 
permits operation under mountain 
time from the east line of Wallace 
County, Kans., to Oakley. Kans., de¬ 
spite the fact that the area affected is 
in the central time zone. (This operat¬ 
ing exception replaces an earlier one 
<34 PR 17333; October 26, 1969) per¬ 
mitting operation on mountain time 
from the east line of Wallace County 
to Ellis, Kans., which is hereby super¬ 
seded.) This exception does not, how¬ 
ever, permit the railroad in its public 
schedule and notices to show the area 
concerned as being in other than the 
central time zone. 

(Act of March 18, 1918, as amended by the 
Uniform Time Act of 1966. (15 UJ3.C. 260- 
67); sec. 6(eX5) of the Department of Trans¬ 
portation Act (49 UJ5.C. 1655 (e)(5)); sec. 
1.59(a) of the Regulations of the Offi ce of 
the Secretary of Transportation (49 CFR 
1.59(a)).) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on De¬ 
cember 1, 1977. 

Linda Heller Kamm, 
General Counsel . 

[PR Doc. 77-34965 Piled 12-6-77; 8:45 ami 


[ 4810 - 22 ] 

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

Cult om» Service 

LEATHER HANDBAGS FROM URUGUAY 
Preliminary Countervailing Duty Determination 

AGENCY: U.S. Customs Service. Trea¬ 
sury Department. 

ACTION: Preliminary countervailing 
duty determination. 


SUMMARY: This notice is to inform 
the public that a countervailing duty 
investigation has resulted in a prelimi¬ 
nary determination that the Govern¬ 
ment of Uruguay has given benefits 
which are considered bounties or 
grants on the manufacture or exporta¬ 
tion of leather handbags. It is also the 
intention of the Treasury Department 
to issue a waiver of countervailing 
duties on this product as well as Uru¬ 
guayan leather wearing apparel and 
nonrubber footwear. A final determi¬ 
nation will be made by April 22, 1978. 
Interested parties will have an oppor¬ 
tunity to comment on this action. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 7. 
1977. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Donald W. Eiss, Office of Tariff Af¬ 
fairs. Office of the Secretary, U.S. 

Treasury Department, Washington. 

D.C. 20220 <202-566-8256). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
On June 21, 1977, a notice of “Receipt 
of Countervailing Duty Petition and 
Initiation of Investigation'* was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register (42 FR 
31514). The notice stated that a peti¬ 
tion had been received alleging that 
payments or bestowals conferred by 
the Government of Uruguay upon the 
manufacture, production, or exporta¬ 
tion of leather handbags constitute 
the payment or bestowal of a bounty 
or grant, directly or indirectly, within 
the meaning of section 303 of the 
Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (19 
UJS.C. 1303) (referred to in this notice 
as “the Act"). 

The handbags under investigation 
are classified under item No. 706.0820 
of the tariff schedules of the United 
States as leather handbags, other than 
reptile. The term “handbags” as used 
in the petition covers “pocketbooks, 
purses, shoulder bags, clutch bags, and 
all similar articles by whatever name 
known, customarily carried by women 
or girls, but not including luggage or 
flatgoods." 

On the basis of an investigation con¬ 
ducted pursuant to § 159.47(c) of the 
Custom Regulations (19 CFR 
159.47(c)). it preliminarily has been de¬ 
termined that benefits have been re¬ 
ceived by Uruguayan manufacturers/ 
exporters of leather handbags which 
may constitute bounties or grants 
within the meaning of the act. These 
benefits have been conferred under 
the following programs: 

(1) The granting of tax certificates, 
known as “reintegros", to manufactur¬ 
ers of leather handbags upon exporta¬ 
tion of the goods; 

(2) Income tax exemptions on cer¬ 
tain export related income; and 

(3) Preferential financing for export. 

The rebate of value added taxes 

upon export of goods and the rebate 
of import duties paid on raw materials 
used in the production of leather 


handbags for export have been deter 
mined not to constitute bounties or 
grants within the meaning of the act. 

Programs found not to have been 
utilized by the leather handbag Indus 
try include government sponsored 
export credit insurance, a tax holiday 
for new industries and benefits for lo¬ 
cating within certain free ports and 
zones. 

It is the intention of the U.S. Trea¬ 
sury Department pursuant to section 
303(d) of the act, to waive the imposi 
tion of countervailing duties on im¬ 
ports of leather handbags from Uru¬ 
guay. There is also an Intent to waive 
such duties as well on imports of 
leather wearing apparel and nonrub 
ber footwear from that country, coun¬ 
tervailing duty investigations of which 
are pending currently. 

The final issuance of this waiver will 
be contingent upon the Uruguayan 
Government meeting the following 
conditions: 

(1) The net bounty derived from the 
tax rebate certificate program (reinte- 
gro) (or any equivalent or comparable 
benefit) on all leather products, 
except tanned leather as such, will be 
eliminated by the Government of Uni 
guay on exports to all markets be¬ 
tween January 1. 1978 and January 1, 
1979. Such elimination will be staged 
according to the following schedule: 50 
percent reduction on or before Janu¬ 
ary I, 1978; 50 percent reduction of 
the remaining balance on or before 
July 1, 1978; and total elimination of 
any remaining subsidy on or before 
January 1, 1979. 

(2) The Government of Uruguay 
will proceed with its previously stated 
decision to eliminate the reintegro (or 
equivalent) for all exports from Uru¬ 
guay on or before January 1. 1983. 

The issuance of a waiver of counter 
vailing duties would not inhibit in any 
way the right of the U.S. Government 
to take appropriate actions in the 
event that future imports of nonrub¬ 
ber footwear from Uruguay were 
having a disruptive effect on U.S. in 
dustry. 

Before a final determination, includ 
ing a determination on the contem¬ 
plated waiver, is made, consideration 
will be given to any relevant data, 
views, or arguments submitted in writ 
ing with respect to this preliminary 
determination and intention to waiver 
on or before December 22. 1977. Sub 
missions should be addressed to Mr 
Peter D. Ehrenhaft, Deputy Assistant 
Secretary and Special Counsel. U.S. 
Treasury Department, room 3424. 
15th Street and Pennsylvania Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20220. 

This preliminary determination is 
published pursuant to section 303(a) 
of the Tariff Act of 1930. as amended 
(19 U.S.C. 1303(a)). 

Pursuant to Reorganization Plan No. 
26 of 1950 and Treasury Department 
Order 190 (revision 14), July 1. 1977, 
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and the provisions of Treasury De¬ 
partment Order No. 165, revised, No¬ 
vember 2. 1954, and § 159.47 of the 
Customs Regulations (19 CFR 159.47) 
insofar as they pertain to the issuance 
of a preliminary countervailing duty 
determination by the Commissioner of 
Customs, are hereby waived. 

Henry C. Stockell, Jr., 
Acting General Counsel of 
the Treasury. 

December 2, 1977. 

[PR Doc. 77-35014 Piled 12-6-77; 8:45 am] 


[7035-01] 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[No. 541] 

ASSIGNMENT OF HEARINGS 

December 2, 1977. 

Cases assigned for hearing, post¬ 
ponement, cancellation or oral argu¬ 
ment appear below and will be pub¬ 
lished only once. This list contains 
prospective assignments only and does 
not include cases previously assigned 
hearing dates. The hearings will be on 
the issues as presently reflected in the 
official docket of the Commission. An 
attempt will be made to publish no¬ 
tices of cancellation of hearings as 
promptly as possible, but interested 
parties should take appropriate steps 
to insure that they are notified of can¬ 
cellation or postponements of hearings 
in which they are interested. 

MC 133703 (Sub-No. 8), Wisconsin Cheese 
Service, Inc., now being assigned February 
13, 1978 (1 day), for hearing in St. Paul, 
Minn., in a hearing room to be later desig¬ 
nated. 

MC 133689 (Sub-No. 136), Overland Express, 
Inc., now being assigned .February 14,1978 
(1 day), for hearing In St. Paul, Minn., In a 
hearing room to be later designated. 

MC 133689 (Sub-No. 131), Overland Express. 
Inc., now being assigned February 15,1978 
(3 days), for hearing in St. Paul, Minn., in 
a hearing room to be later designated. 

MC 115162 (Sub-No. 376), Poole Truck Line. 
Inc., now being assigned February 28, 1978 
(1 day), for hearing (h St. Louis, Mo., in a 
hearing room to be later designated. 

MC 135684 (Sub-No. 45), Bass Transporta¬ 
tion Co., Inc., now being assigned March 1, 
1978 (l day), for hearing In St. Louis, Mo., 
in a hearing room to be later designated. 
MC 75281 (Sub-No. 10), Righter Trucking 
Co., Inc., now being assigned March 2, 
1978 (1 day), for hearing in St. Louis, Mo., 
in a hearing room to be later designated. 
MC 113325 (Sub-No. 149), Slay Transporta¬ 
tion Co., Inc., now being assigned March 3, 
1978 (1 day), for hearing in St. Louis, Mo., 
in a hearing room to be later designated. 
MC-F-13262 Beaufort Transfer—Purchase— 
John Kleffner, d.b.a. Iberia Transfer, and 
MC-P-13263 Beaufort Transfer Co.—Pur¬ 
chase—Steve E. Bure, d.b.a. Iberia Express 
now being assigned March 6. 1978 (1 
week), for hearing in St. Louis, Mo., in a 
hearing room to be later designated. 

MC 143713 Agricultural Transportation As¬ 
sociation of Illinois. MC 143713 (Sub-No. 


1) . Agricultural Transportation Associ¬ 
ation of Illinois and MC 143713 (Sub-No. 

2) . Agricultural Transportation AssocP 
ation of Illinois, now being assigned De¬ 
cember 20, 1977, for prehearing confer¬ 
ence at the Offices of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission in Washington, D.C. 

MC 107839 (Sub-No. 172), Denver-Albuquer¬ 
que Motor Transit, Inc., now being as¬ 
signed January 17, 1978 (1 day), for hear¬ 
ing in New Orleans, La., in a hearing room 
to be later designated. 

MC 46879 (Sub-No. 12). Walters Transit 
Corp„.now assigned December 20, 1977, at 
New York, N.Y. and will be held In room 
No. E-2222, Federal Building, 26 Federal 
Plaza. 

MC 116763 (Sub-No. 387), Carl Subler 
Trucking, Inc., now being assigned Janu¬ 
ary 10, 1978 (1 day), for hearing in Dallas, 
Texas, in a hearing room to be later desig¬ 
nated. 

MC 138469 (Sub-No. 46), Donco Carriers. 
Inc., now being assigned January 11. 1978 
(1 day), for hearing in Dallas, Texas, in a 
hearing room to be later designated 

AB 1 (Sub-No. 40). Chicago and North West¬ 
ern Transportation Co. abandonment be¬ 
tween Gillett, Oconto County. Wls., and 
Scott Lake, Iron County, Mich., now as¬ 
signed February 13, 1978, at Rhinelander. 
Wis.. is postponed to February 28, 1978 (1 
week), at Rinelander, Wls., in a hearing 
room to be later designated. 

No. MC 113678 (Sub-No. 651), Curtis. Inc., 
now assigned December 5, 1977, at Port¬ 
land. Oreg., is canceled and application 
dismissed 

No. MC 32882 (Sub-No. 78). Mitchell Bros. 
Truck Lines, application dismissed 

No. MC 136817 (Sub-No. 2). Hunter Broker¬ 
age, Inc., now assigned January 17, 1977, 
at New Orleans, La., Is canceled and appli¬ 
cation dismissed 

MC 143341, Abbey Transportation System, 
now being assigned March 7,1978 (3 days), 
for hearing in Fresno. Calif., in a hearing 
room to be later designated. 

MC 113855 (Sub-No. 382), International 
Transport, Inc., now being assigned March 
10, 1978 (1 day), for hearing In San Fran¬ 
cisco. Calif., in a hearing room to be later 
designated. 

MC 113678 (Sub-No. 663), Curtis, Inc., now 
being assigned March 13. 1978 (2 days), 
for hearing in San Francisco, Calif., in a 
hearing room to be later designated. 

MC 730 (Sub-No. 405), Pacific Intermoun¬ 
tain Express Co., now being assigned 
March 15. 1978 (3 days), for hearing In 
San Francisco. Calif., in a hearing room to 
be later designated. 

MC 71652 (Sub-No. 11). Byrne Trucking 
Inc., now being assigned March 20, 1978 (1 
week), for hearing in San Francisco, Calif., 
in a hearing room to be later designated. 

MC 30513 (Sub-No. 15). North State Motor 
Lines, Inc., and MC 116014 (Sub-No. 82), 
Oliver Trucking Co., Inc., now assigned 
December 6, 1977, at Washington. D.C., 
postponed to February 28. 1978, at the Of¬ 
fices of the Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion, Washington, D.C. 

MC-C-9650. Carolina Coach Co. et al v. Roy 
L. Rouse Transportation Co., now as¬ 
signed December 12, 1977 at Washington, 
D.C., is postponed to March 7. 1978, at the 
Offices of the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission In Washington. D.C. 

MC 141968 (Sub-No. 1), Gina Marie Express 
Co., now being assigned March 7. 1978 (1 
day), for hearing in Chicago. Ill., in a 
hearing room to be later designated. 


MC 121509 (Sub-No. 4). Daufeldt Transport, 
Inc., now being assigned March 8, 1978 (1 
day), for hearing In Chicago, Ill., in a 
hearing room to be later designated. 

MC 118431 (Sub-No. 26). Denver Southwest 
Express, Inc., and MC 126844 (Sub-No. 
40). R.D.S. Trucking Co., now being as¬ 
signed March 9, 1978 (1 day), for hearing 
in Chicago. Ill., in a hearing room to be 
later designated. 

MC 138627 (Sub-No. 21). Smithway Motor 
Xpress, Inc., now being assigned March 
10. 1978 (1 day), for hearing in Chicago, 
I1L, in a hearing room to be later designat¬ 
ed. 

MC 82492 (Sub-No. 157), Michigan <fc Ne¬ 
braska Transit Co., Inc., now being as¬ 
signed March 13, 1978 (2 days), for hear¬ 
ing in Chicago, Ill., in a hearing room to 
be later designated. 

MC-F-13251, Chief Truck Lines. Inc.-Pur- 
chase—Murphy Transportation Inc., 
Charles Johnson, trustee in bankruptcy, 
and MC 43963 (Sub-No. 11), Chief Truck 
Lines. Inc., now being assigned March 15, 
1978 (3 days), for hearing in Chicago. Ill., 
in a hearing room to be later designated. 

No. MC 120046 (Sub-No. 23). Bradley 
Freight Lines, Inc., application dismissed. 

MC 113678 (Sub-No. 695), Curtis, Inc., now 
assigned January 26. 1978, at Washington, 
D.C. is canceled and application dismissed. 

MC 123407 (Sub-No. 362), Sawyer Trans¬ 
port, Inc., now assigned December 13, 
1977, at Dallas. Tex., is canceled and appli¬ 
cation dismissed. 

MC 63792 (Sub-No. 28), Tom Hicks Transfer 
Co.. Inc., MC 107993 (Sub-No. 54), J. J. 
WOlls Trucking Co., and MC 114211 (Sub- 
No. 316), Warren Transport, Inc., now 
being assigned January 9.1978 (l day), for 
hearing in Dallas, Tex., in a hearing room 
to be later designated. 

MC 113528 (Sub-No. 31), Mercury Freight 
Lines, Inc., now assigned January 10. 1978 
in Dallas, Tex., is canceled and application 
dismissed. 

MC 125368 (Sub-No. 17). Continental Coast 
Trucking Co.. Inc., now assigned Decem¬ 
ber 6. 1977 at Dallas, Tex., is canceled, ap¬ 
plication dismissed. 

H. G. Homme, Jr., 
Acting Secretary. 
CFR Doc. 77-35022 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 7035 - 01 ] 

[Ex Parte 241; Exemption No. 122; Arndt, 8] 

EXEMPTION UNDER PROVISION OF RULE 19 
OF THE MANDATORY CAR SERVICE RULES 

To: The Baltimore & Ohio Railroad 
Co., The Chesapeake <fc Ohio Railway 
Co., Consolidated Rail Corp., Western 
Maryland Railway Co. 

Upon further consideration of Ex¬ 
emption No. 122 issued April 2. 1976. 

It is ordered* That, under the au¬ 
thority vested in me by Car Service 
Rule 19, Exemption No. 122 to the 
Mandatory Car Service Rules ordered 
in Ex Parte No. 241 is amended to con¬ 
tinue in effect until further order of 
this Commission. 

This amendment shall become effec¬ 
tive November 30, 1977. 

Issued at Washington, D.C., Novem¬ 
ber 22, 1977. 
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For the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission. 

Robert S. Turkington, 
Agent 

[FR Doc. 77-35026 Filed 12-6-77; 8 45 am] 


[ 7035 - 01 ] 

lEx Parte No. 241; Exemption No. 63; Arndt. 
17] 

EXEMPTION UNDER PROVISION OF RULE 19 
OF THE MANDATORY CAR SERVICE RULES 

To: Bessemer & Lake Erie Railroad 
Co., Consolidated Rail Corp. 

Upon further consideration of Ex¬ 
emption No. 63 issued February 12, 
1974. 

It is ordered , That, under authority 
vested in me by Car Service Rule 19, 
Exemption No. 63 to the Mandatory 
Car Service Rules ordered in Ex Parte 
No. 241 is amended to continue in 
effect until further order of this Com¬ 
mission. 

This amendment shall become effec¬ 
tive November 30, 1977. 

Issued at Washington. D.C., Novem¬ 
ber 23. 1977. 

For the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission. 

Robert S. Turkington, 
Agent 

[FR Doc. 77-35025 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 7035 - 01 ] 

[Ex Parte 241; Exemption No. 116; Amdt. 6] 

EXEMPTION UNDER PROVISION OF RULE 19 
OF THE MANDATORY CAR SERVICE RULES 

To: Grand Trunk Western Railroad 
Co., Norfolk & Western Railway Co. 

Upon further consideration of Ex¬ 
emption No. 116 issued March 6. 1976. 

It is ordered. That under authority 
vested in me by Car Service Rule 19. 
Exemption No. 116 to the Mandatory 
Car Service Rules ordered in Ex Parte 
No. 241 is amended to continue in 
effect until further order of this Com¬ 
mission. 

This amendment shall become effec¬ 
tive November 30, 1977. 

Issued at Washington, D.C., Novem¬ 
ber 22, 1977. 

For the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission. 

Robert S. Turkington, 
Agent 

(FR Doc. 77-35023 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 am] 

[ 7035 - 01 ] 

FOURTH SECTION APPUCATION(S) FOR RELIEF 

An application, as summarized 
below, has been filed requesting relief 
from the requirements of section 4 of 


the Interstate Commerce Act to 
permit common carriers named or de¬ 
scribed in the application to maintain 
higher rates and charges at intermedi¬ 
ate points than those sought to be es¬ 
tablished at more distant points. 

Protests to the granting of an appli¬ 
cation must be prepared In accordance 
with Rule 40 of the General Rules of 
Practice (49 CFR 1100.40) and filed 
December 22. 1977. 

FSA No. 43469- Vegetable Oils 
Within Official Territory. Filed by 
Traffic Executive Association-Eastern 
Railroads, Agent (E.R. No. 3060), for 
interested rail carriers. 

Rates on vegetable oils and related 
articles, in carloads, as described in 
the application, from and to points In 
official territory. 

Grounds for relief—Revised rate 
structure. 

FSA No. 43470— Joint Water-Rail 
Container Rates—Korea Shipping Cor¬ 
poration. Filed by Korea Shipping 
Corp. (No. 3), for itself and interested 
rail carriers. 

Rates on general commodities, from 
ports in Hong Kong, Taiw r an, Japan, 
and Korea, to rail carriers terminal on 
the United States Atlantic Coast. 

Grounds for relief—Water competi¬ 
tion. 

By the Commission. 

H. G. Homme, Jr., 
Acting Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 77-35021 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 am) 


[ 7035 - 01 ] 

(No. 36574] 

PETITION OF RAILROADS SEEKING AUTHORI¬ 
ZATION TO WAIVE DEMURRAGE CHARGES 
CAUSED BY SEVERE WINTER WEATHER 

In an order served August 12, 1977, 
the Commission granted specified rail 
carriers the right to waive a portion of 
demurrage charges caused by severe 
winter weather. (Published in the 
Code of Federal Register on August 
19, 1977, Vol. 42, p. 41,948.) The last 
date for shippers to file claims with 
the carriers under the proposal ex¬ 
pired November 17, 1977. The Commis¬ 
sion in an order entered November 30, 
1977, however, granted a 30-day exten¬ 
sion for filing claims, running from 
the date of publication of this notice 
in the Federal Register. Notice is also 
given that the Toledo, Peoria & West¬ 
ern Railroad Co. filed a notice of 
intent to participate in the proposal 
on November 17, 1977. 

H. G. Homme, Jr.. 

Acting Secretary. 

(FR Doc. 77-35019 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 7035 - 01 ] 

[I.C.C. Order No. 38; Rev. S.0.1252; Amdt 
11 

REROUTING OF TRAFFIC 

To all railroads: Upon further con¬ 
sideration of I.C.C. Order No. 38 (The 
Chesapeake and Ohio Railway Co.) 
and good cause appearing therefore: 

It is ordered, That: I.C.C. Order No. 
38 is amended by substituting the fol¬ 
lowing paragraph (f) for paragraph (f) 
thereof: 

(f) Expiration date. This order shall 
expire at 11:59 p.m., January 15. 1978, 
unless otherwise modified, changed or 
suspended. 

It is further ordered. That this 
amendment shall become effective at 
11:59 p.m., November 25. 1977. and 
that this order shall be served upon 
the Association of American Rail¬ 
roads, Car Service Division, as agent of 
all railroads subscribing to the car ser¬ 
vice and car hire agreement under the 
terms of that agreement, and upon the 
American Short Line Railroad Associ¬ 
ation; and that it be filed with the Di¬ 
rector, Office of the Federal Register. 

Issued at Washington, D.C., Novem¬ 
ber 22, 1977. 

For the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission. 

Robert S. Turkington, 
Agent. 

(FR Doc. 77-35024 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 ami 


[ 7035 - 01 ] 

[Docket No. AB-55 (Sub-No. 14)1 

SEABOARD COAST LINE RAILROAD CO. 
ABANDONMENT NEAIT THONOTOSOSSA 
AND GARY IN HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY, 
FLA. 

Findings 

Notice is hereby given pursuant to 
section la of the Interstate Commerce 
Act (49 U.S.C. la) that by a certificate 
and order dated November 28, 1977, a 
finding, which is administratively 
final, was made by the Commission, 
Commissioner Brown, stating that, 
subject to the conditions for the pro¬ 
tection of railway employees pre¬ 
scribed by the Commission in Oregon 
Short Line R. Co.—Abandonment— 
Goshen, 354 I.C.C. 76 (1977) and for 
public use as set forth In said order, 
the present and future public conve¬ 
nience and necessity permit the aban¬ 
donment by the Seaboard Coast Line 
Railroad Co. of that portion of its line 
of railroad, extending frojn milepost 
ARF-854.32 near Gary, Fla., to mile¬ 
post ARF-860.71, near Thonotosossa, 
Fla., a total length of 6.92 miles (6.39 
miles of main line track and 0.53 miles 
of siding) located in Hillsborough 
County. Fla. A certificate of public 
convenience and necessity permitting 
abandonment was issued to the Sea- 
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board Coast Line Railroad Co. Since 
no Investigation was instituted, the re¬ 
quirement of § 1121.38(a) of the regu¬ 
lations that publication of notice of 
abandonment decisions in the Federal 
Register be made only after such a 
decision becomes administratively 
final was waived. 

Upon receipt by the carrier of an 
actual offer of financial assistance, the 
carrier shall make available to the of¬ 
feror the records, accounts, appraisals, 
working papers, and other documents 
used in preparing exhibit I (section 
1121.45 of the regulations). Such docu¬ 
ments shall be made available during 
regular business hours at a time and 
place mutually agreeable to the par¬ 
ties. 

The offer must be filed and served 
no later than 15 days after publication 
of this notice. The offer, as filed, shall 
contain information required pursuant 
to § 1121.38(b) (2) and (3) of the regu¬ 
lations. If no such offer is received, 
the certificate of public convenience 
and necessity authorizing abandon¬ 
ment shall become effective January 
23, 1978. 

H. G. Homme, Jr. 

Acting Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 77-35020 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 am] 


17035-01] 

TERMINAL RAILWAY ALABAMA STATE DOCKS 

Application for Operation of Terminal Yard 
Facilities 

Terminal Railway Alabama State 
Docks, P.O. Box 1588, Mobile, Ala. 
36601, represented by Charles H. Lom¬ 
bard, Traffic Manager, Terminal Rail¬ 
way Alabama State Docks, P.O. Box 
1588, Mobile, Ala. 36601, hereby give 
notice that on the 12th day of October 
1977, it filed with the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission at Washington, 
D.C., an application under Section 
1(18) of the Interstate Commerce Act 
for an order approving and authoriz¬ 
ing the operation of terminal yard fa¬ 
cilities known as Choctaw Point and 
the Frascati Yard, located entirely in 
the City of Mobile, Ala., which appli¬ 
cation is assigned Finance Docket No. 
28581. 

Applicant proposes to operate the 
existing yard properties purchased 
from the Illinois Central Gulf Rail¬ 
road known as Choctaw Point and the 
Frascati Yard, located in the City of 
Mobile, Ala., so as to provide contin¬ 
ued rail transportation facilities and 
services to existing industries now 
being served by said Illinois Central 
Gulf Railroad. Included in the terms 
of sale were the provisions for the Illi¬ 
nois Central Gulf Railroad to continue 
to operate the switching services to 
those industries located within the 
Choctaw Point area for one year in 
order to relocate shops, rip track and 
other facilities. 


All of the railroad property to be op¬ 
erated is located within the City limits 
of Mobile, Ala., and within the State 
of Alabama. The property acquired by 
the Alabama State Docks Department 
from the Illinois Central Gulf Rail¬ 
road consists of approximately 143 
acres of land with over 4,000 feet of 
waterfront property on the Mobile 
River in the southern part of the City 
of Mobile. It includes the present 
Frascati shops, several industries sites, 
switching tracks and other property 
suitable for expansion of the Alabama 
State Docks Department. 

In the opinion of the applicant, the 
granting of the authority sought will 
not constitute a major Federal action 
significantly affecting the quality of 
the human environment within the 
meaning of the National Environmen¬ 
tal Policy Act of 1969. In accordance 
with the Commission's regulations (49 
CFR 1108.8), in Ex Parte No. 55 (Sub- 
No. 4), Implementation—National En¬ 
vironmental Policy Act, 1969, 352 ICC 
451 (1976), any protests may include a 
statement indicating the presence or 
absence of any effect of the requested 
Commission action on the quality of 
the human environment. If any such 
effect is alleged to be present, the 
statement shall indicate with specific 
data the exact nature and degree of 
the anticipated impact. See Implemen¬ 
tation-National Environmental Policy 
Act, 1969, supra, at page 487. 

Pursuant to the provisions of the In¬ 
terstate Commerce Act, as amended, 
the proceeding will be handled with¬ 
out public hearings unless comments 
in support or opposition on such appli¬ 
cation are filed with the Secretary. In¬ 
terstate Commerce Commission, 12th 
and Constitution Avenue NW., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20423, and the aforemen¬ 
tioned counsel for applicant, within 30 
days after date of first publication in a 
newspaper of general circulation. Any 
interested person is entitled to recom¬ 
mend to the Commission that it ap¬ 
prove. disapprove, or take any other 
specified action with respect to such 
application. 

H. G. Homme, Jr.. 

Acting Secretary. 

CFR Doc. 77-35027 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 7035 - 01 ] 

(Order Ex Parte 319 (Sub-No. 1)] 

TRANSPORTATION OF RECYCLABLES OR 
RECYCLED MATERIALS 

Further Investigation of Freight Rates 

Pursuant to section 204 of the Rail¬ 
road Revitalization and Regulatory 
Reform Act of 1976 (4R Act), the 
Commission instituted an investiga¬ 
tion into the rate structure for the 
transportation by railroad of recycla¬ 
ble and recycled materials and the 
manner in which such rate structure 


has been affected by successive gener¬ 
al rate increases approved by the Com¬ 
mission. The investigation entitled Ex 
Parte No. 319, Investigation of Freight 
Rates for the Transporation of Recy¬ 
clable or Recycled Materials (herein¬ 
after Ex Parte No. 319), has been con¬ 
ducted, and on February 4, 1977, we 
served our report and order containing 
our findings of fact and conclusions. * 

In the prior report, we found that, 
because Insufficient evidence was pre¬ 
sented, further Investigation into the 
reasonableness of the rate structure of 
the following commodities originating 
in the named territories was required. 

Table I .—Commodities requiring further 
investigation 


BTCC No.* Commodity Territory 


20 511 18 Bakery waste... Official, southern, 

and western. 

33 312 Copper matte. Southern. 

33 322 Lead matte..— Do. 

33 398 Miscellaneous 

nonferrous 

metal residues. Do. 

40 23 Wood scrap. Western. 

40 291 14 Municipal 

garbage. Official, southern, 

and western. 

41 114 34 Bags, old.. Southern and 

western. 

41 115 80 Bags, old. value 

for conversion. Official, southern, 

and western. 


•The four or five digit STCC numbers referred to 
embrace all articles assigned additional digits listed 
thereunder In STCC Tariff 1-E. 

Since the issuance of the report and 
order in Ex Parte No. 319, various 
shippers and other interested parties 
have expressed an interest in addition¬ 
al recyclable or recycled materials. 
These commodities as set forth in 
Table II will be included In this inves¬ 
tigation. Although we are unaware of 
any virgin natural resource materials 
which potentially compete with these 
recyclables, interested parties can pro¬ 
vide us with such potentially competi¬ 
tive commodities If such commodities 
exist. Participants are also encouraged 
to submit in conjunction with their 
statements of intent to participate, 
the names of any other recyclable 
commodities and potentially competi¬ 
tive virgin natural resource materials 
that they think should be investigat¬ 
ed. 

Table II.— Additional recyclable 
commodities 


STCC Commodity 

No.* 


28 719 40 Waste, calcium sulfate, otherwise known 
as chemical gypsum. 

40 25 Chemical or petroleum waste. Including 
spent. 


•BTCC No. 40 25 also embraces all articles as¬ 
signed additional digits listed thereunder In STCC 
Tariff 1-E. 


‘Our report and order is currently being 
challenged in the U.S. Court of Appeals for 
the District of Columbia. Civil Action Nos. 
77-1187 and 77-1292. 
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As In Ex Parte No. 319. and as re¬ 
quired pursuant to section 204 of the 
4R Act. the respondent railroads have 
the burden of proving that the rate 
structures of these commodities are 
just, reasonable and nondiscrim ina- 
tory. 

The Appendix attached hereto out¬ 
lines the evidence to be submitted. 
The information is similar to that re¬ 
quired in Ex Parte No. 319. There is. 
however, one difference which should 
be noted. In this proceeding, the selec¬ 
tion of study movements will be*based 
on a sample which is described in 
detail in Part I of the Appendix. The 
sample method is being used for a 
number of reasons. First, the number 
of commodities to be included in the 
further investigation are not as nu¬ 
merous and do not appear to move in 
significant volumes. Second, there are 
some recyclhbles, such as municipal 
garbage, which based on the evidence 
developed in Ex Parte No. 319, do not 
move at all. A sample which would 
identify the number of commodity 
rates under which the traffic could po¬ 
tentially move would therefore allow 
us to obtain additional information on 
whether the rate structure inhibits 
their movement. 

With respect to the evidence submit¬ 
ted in Ex Parte No. 319 which is perti¬ 
nent to the commodities under investi¬ 
gation in this proceeding, we request 
that the parties (both the respondent 
railroads and the opposing sliippers) 
submit new. complete and up-to-date 
statements of this previously submit¬ 
ted evidence. This will involve to a cer¬ 
tain degree, a duplication of effort, 
however, it will simplify the review 
and analysis of the evidence. 

The procedure we will follow will be 
to first, solicit statements of intent to 
participate. Then, after receiving 
those statements and determining 
whether any commodities should be 
added to or deleted from the investiga¬ 
tion, w*e will, in a subsequent order, set 
dates for the submission of evidentiary 
statements in accordance with the at¬ 
tached Appendix. We are attaching 
the Appendix to this order, at this 
time, so that the parties may consider 
it and make appropriate comments in 
their statements of intent to partici¬ 
pate. 

It is ordered: A further proceeding is 
instituted with the objectives of inves¬ 
tigating the rate structure for the 
transportation, by common carriers by 
railroad subject to Part I of the Inter¬ 
state Commerce Act, of named recy¬ 
clable or recycled materials, and the 
manner in which the rate structure 
has been affected by successive gener¬ 
al rate Increases approved by the Com¬ 
mission for such common carriers by 
railroad in order to determine whether 
the rate structure is just and reason¬ 
able. in whole or in part. 


All common carriers by railroad sub¬ 
ject to Part I of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act are made respondents in 
this proceeding. 

The following recyclable or recycled 
materials will be the subject of our 
further investigation in this proceed¬ 
ing: 


Ta8LF I .—Commodities requiring further 
investigation 


STCC No.* Commodity Territory 


20 511 18 Bakery waste__Official, southern. 

and western. 

33 312 Copper matte. Southern. 

33 322 Lead matte Do. 

33 308 Miscellaneous 
nonferrous 

metal residues. Do. 

40 23 Wood scrap- Western. 

40 291 14 Municipal 

garbage. Official, southern. 

and western. 

41 114 34 Bags, old—............ Southern and 

western. 

41 115 80 Bags. old. value 

for conversion. Official, southern. 

and western. 


•The 4 or 5 digit STCC numbers referred to also 
embrace all articles assigned additional digits listed 
thereunder in STCC Tariff l -E. 


The following additional commod¬ 
ities will also be investigated: 


Table II.— Additional recyclable 



commodities 


STCC No.' 

Commodity 


28 719 40_ 

Waste, calcium sulfate, otherwise 
known as chemical gypsum. 

40 25_ 

Chemical or petroleum 
eluding spent. 

waste in- 


'STCC No. 40 25 also embraces ail articles as¬ 
signed additional digits listed thereunder in STCC 
Tariff 1-E 


Any person interested in this pro¬ 
ceeding shall notify this Commission, 
by filing with the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, Office of Proceed¬ 
ings. room 5334. Washington. D.C, 
20423. on or before 30 days from the 
date of service of this order, the origi¬ 
nal and one copy of a statement of his 
interest, any additional recyclable 
commodities or virgin natural resource 
materials requiring investigation, and 
any comments he may have on the at¬ 
tached appendix. Inasmuch as the 
Commission desires wherever possible: 
(a) To conserve time, (b) to avoid un¬ 
necessary expense to the public, and 
(c) to have service of pleadings by par¬ 
ties in proceedings of this type only 
upon those who intend to take an 
active part In the proceeding, the 
statement of intent to participate 
shall include a detailed specification of 
the intent of such person’s interest, in¬ 


cluding: (I) Whether such interest ex¬ 
tends merely to receiving Commission 
releases in this proceeding; (2) wheth¬ 
er he genuinely wishes to participate 
by receiving or filing initial and reply 
statements, and by attending and par¬ 
ticipating in the public hearing; (3) if 
he so desires to participate as de¬ 
scribed in (2). whether he will consoli¬ 
date or is capable of consolidating his 
interests with those of other interest 
ed parties by filing joint statements in 
order to limit the number of copies of 
pleadings that need be served, such 
consolidation of interest being strong 
ly urged by the Commission; and (4) 
any other pertinent information 
which will aid in limiting the service 
list to be used in this proceeding. This 
Commission shall then prepare and 
make available to all these persons a 
list containing the names and address 
es of all parties desiring to participate 
in this proceeding and upon w'hom 
copies of all statement must be filed. 
Following the preparation of the ser¬ 
vice list, a procedural order will be en¬ 
tered designating when the respon¬ 
dents and other parties must submit 
their evidence and arguments. 

A copy of this notice and order will 
be served on each party to the pro 
ceeding in Ex Parte No. 319, Investiga¬ 
tion of Freight Rates for the Transpor 
tation of Recyclable or Recycled Mate¬ 
rials , on the Administrator of the En 
vironmental Protection Agency and on 
the Secretary of Transportation. A 
copy will also be deposited in the 
office of the Secretary. Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Washington. 
D.C. for the public inspection. In addi¬ 
tion, statutory notice of the institu¬ 
tion of this proceeding w’ill be given to 
the general public by delivering a copy 
to the Director, Office of the Federal 
Register, for publication. 

Decided; November 25, 1977. 

By the Commission. Commissioner 
Murphy concurring. 

H. G. Homme. Jr., 

Act i ng Seer eta ry. 

Commissioner Murphy, concurring: 

Since the Commission did indicate a 
need for further study of specified 
commodity groups in its report in Ex 
Pane No. 319, 1 I am in agreement 
with the proposed action herein. 

Nevertheless, in retrospect, it seems 
clear that respondents are being asked 
once again to disprove what appears to 
be an almost impossible task, namely, 
that respondents through their sepa¬ 
rate and Joint efforts are somehow the 
cause and effect of pollution or have a 
major role in retarding pollution con- 


1 Ex Parte No. 319, Investigation of 
Freight Rates for the Transportation of Re¬ 
cyclable or Recycled Commodities, I.C.C. 
(served Feb. 4. 1977). 
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trol. But in numerous decisions of this 
Commission, respondents have submit¬ 
ted convincing evidence that they not 
only are cognizant of their obligations 
to promote a healthful environment* * 
but have earnestly sought to facilitate 
the movement of recyclables.’ 

Since respondents are now being 
asked to submit extensive and detailed 
data on the movement of specified re¬ 
cyclables, including cost and revenue 
data. I believe it would be not only ap¬ 
propriate but essential if interested 
persons in the recycling industries 
would submit similar detailed data. 
This could take the format of the sub¬ 
mission of a profit and loss statement, 
a balance sheet, and a dividend record 
of the firm Involved ii\ recycling. Addi¬ 
tionally, those persons might show 
what they have done to facilitate the 
movement of recyclables by rail. Final¬ 
ly. the recycling firms should be able 
to show what they are doing individ¬ 
ually to promote a healthy environ¬ 
ment distinctly separate from their ob¬ 
vious purpose of achieving a financial 
profit from their operations. As noted 
in my separate expression in Ex Parte 
No. MC 85. Transportation of ‘Waste’* 
Products for Reuse, 114 M.C.C. 92, 
112. 4 I am totally committed and in 
favor of improving the environment. 
The Nation’s highways and byways, 
however, continue to be littered with 
discarded automobiles and other waste 
products. Obviously, those conditions 
cannot be attributed solely to the ac¬ 
tions of respondents. 

Appendix.— Manner in Which Evidence 
Should Be Submitted 

All submissions (opening statement, reply 
statement and briefs) should be divided into 
eight parts. All evidence related to the Na¬ 
tional Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
should be included in those eight parts. 

PART I.—HISTORICAL EVIDENCE OF COSTS AND 
MOVEMENTS OF RECYCLABLE AND VIRGIN 
MATERIALS 

A. Movement* of Recyclable 

Carriers, should submit evidence of rates 
at the Ex Parte No. 336 level (Jan. 7, 1977). 
Since the evidence submitted in Ex Parte 
No. 319 Indicates that the commodities re¬ 
quiring additional investigation are not 
moving in great volume, the method of the 
selection of the movements will differ from 
that proceeding. 

Respondent railroads are ordered to 
submit data showing the number of waybills 
for Interstate movements they have of 
record for the period 1971 through 1976. 
These waybills should be for the Involved 


Respondents have shown in numerous 
proceedings that they expend substantial fi¬ 
nancial resources to ameliorate environmen¬ 
tal problems arising out of their normal 
day-to-day operations. 

* Where appropriate, respondents have In¬ 
troduced incentive rates, or other provi¬ 
sions, to move recyclables. 

4 Modified. 124 M.C.C. 583. 


commodities originated on its lines, broken 
down by year. For example: 

STCC No. 20 511 18 Bakery Waste 

1971 _ 12 waybills 

1972 . 10 waybills 

1973 - 14 waybills 

1974 . 15 waybills, etc. 

If no traffic was originated by respon¬ 
dent. this should be indicated. Respon¬ 
dents should then identify the number 
of commodity rates in effect under 
which no traffic moves with a brief de¬ 
scription of the application of such 
rates. For example: 


Municipal Garbage—No Movements 


Length 

Type of 

Minimum 

Territory of haul 

rate 

weight 

l. Within official.... Miles 

CC 

Pounds 

2. Alabama to Georgia.. 

SC 

Tons 

3. Within Southern... 

D 



CC—Commodity column. 

SC—Specific commodity—point to point. 
D—Distance commodity. 


This information shall be submitted 
to the Commission at a time to be 
specified in a subsequent order after 
the statements of intent to participate 
and additional commodities have been 
received. From this data, w r e will then 
determine the size of the sample on 
which further information as set forth 
in part B below, will be required. 

B. Format for Movement Data 

After respondents have been informed of 
which waybills and potential movements 
will be included in the sample, they should 
submit data in the following format. Re¬ 
spondents should take note of the require¬ 
ments for an estimate of annual net ton¬ 
nage in item 18. 

1. Identification number of unit slip, top 
rlghthand side of page and underneath, 
whether it is an actual or potential move¬ 
ment. 

2. Commodity and STCC No. 

3. Origin and destination (city/state). 

4. Origin rate territories. 

5. Type of rate (single-car, multiple-car, or 
trainload). 

6. Rate in cents per net ton (Ex Parte No. 
336). 

7. If multiple-car or trainload shipment, 
indicate rate reduction from single-car rate 
(in cents per net ton). 

8. Complete tariff authority. 

9. Minimum weight per shipment (net 
ton). 

10. Average weight per shipment (net 
tons). 

11. Average number of cars per shipment. 

12. Average weight per car. 

13. Car ownership (carrier-owned or 
leased, or shipper-owned or leased). 

14. Car type (as identified In AJl.R.-l Sch. 
417). 

15. Route of movement (single-line or in¬ 
terline). 

16. Carriers) and miles for single-line 
and/or interline movements: 


Carrier 

8hort 

Tariff 

Route 

Miles 

Route of 
Movement 
Miles 

Point of 
Interchange 
and/or 
Destination 

1st__ 

2d.. 

. 

— 

--- 

— 



17. Average revenue per car (line-haul rev¬ 
enues plus number of cars In the shipment). 

18. Estimate of annual tonnage under rate 
If actual movement (net tons 1971-1976). 

C. Cost Evidence 

Respondents should submit evidence 
on costs associated with the move¬ 
ments of recyclable materials called 
for in (A). This evidence should in¬ 
clude respondents’ analysis of whether 
the current rates adequately reflect 
differences in costs due to: 

1. Distances traveled. 

2. Weight of shipments. 

3. Special equipment, 

4. Special handling. 

5. Equipment utilization including 
empty backhauls, 

6. Equipment maintenance, and 

7. Other factors. 

Supplemental cost evidence should 
include the unit costs employed along 
with the method of their computation. 
General allegations that extra costs 
are involved, for example, for extra se¬ 
curity measures, without supportive 
evidence as to the costs involved* will 
not be given any weight. Revenue-to- 
vartable cost ratios should be devel¬ 
oped to show average ratios. 

PART II.—SHIPPER’S ABILITY TO PAY 
FREIGHT RATES 

Shippers are requested to submit 
data on their costs in purchasing the 
recylable, costs in processing, selling 
prices, and whenever possible the ratio 
of revenue of the shipper divided by 
the total cost to the shipper. Any 
other information that is reflective of 
a shipper’s ability to pay freight 
charges is also requested. 

PART III.—HISTORICAL EVIDENCE ON UTI- 

LITIZATION OF RECYCLABLE MATERIALS. 1 

Evidence should be submitted which 
shows the trend in utilization of the 
recyclable materials by territory since 
1966—including prices and quantities 
of recyclable materials and the effects 
of previous general rate increases on 
movements within and between the 
named territories. The ratio of the 
freight rate to the price of a commod¬ 
ity over a period of years should also 
be presented. If carriers elect to 
submit extensive price and quantity 
data, that information should be pre¬ 
sented in table form and comments 
should be Included in the text of the 
submissions. (Imports and exports 
should be shown separately.) This 


‘This information should also be present¬ 
ed for potentially competitive virgin materi¬ 
als If there are any. 
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data should be accompanied by a dis¬ 
cussion of the factors which affected 
utilization and prices for the recycled 
materials—Le.. market structure for 
the production and distribution of 
final products, storage facilities, etc. 

PART IV.—SENSITIVITY OF RECYCLABLE 

MATERIALS TO CHANGES IN TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION RATES 

Respondents should present argu¬ 
ment and evidence to support their po¬ 
sition on the extent to which recycla¬ 
ble materials would be substituted for 
virgin materials (if there is a potential¬ 
ly competitive virgin material), if rates 
on the recyclable materials were low¬ 
ered, or held down, while rates on 
virgin materials were allowed to in¬ 
crease in time. In connection with this 
analysis the following factors should 
be considered: Factors that affect uti¬ 
lization of recyclable materials and 
their potential substitution for virgin 
materials. For example, are there 
technological factors that encourage 
or prevent substitution? Does the 
market structure (e.g., vertical integra¬ 
tion), in any way affect utilization of 
either virgin or recyclable materials? 
Are there any Government policies or 
programs which place recyclable or 
virgin materials at a competitive disad¬ 
vantage? 


PART V.—EFFECTS ON INDIVIDUAL 
RAILROADS 

Respondents should present evi¬ 
dence to support their arguments on 
the likely effects that rate changes 
would have on individual railroads' 
revenues and profitability. This part 
of the study will depend in part upon 
the conclusions reached in part III 
and should Include available data con¬ 
cerning evidence of trends indicating 
intermodal and intramodal shifts, if 
any, in the transprtation of recycled 
or recyclable and virgin materials, in¬ 
cluding evidence attributing such 
shifts to changes in the rate structure 
for these materials. 

Evidence of the significance of the 
named recyclable and virgin materials 
traffic relative to total rail operations, 
individual roads and by territory, 
should be submitted (revenues and 
volume in net tons). The evidence 
should also indicate the percentage 
the revenue and tonnage is to total 
revenue and tonnage. 

PART VI.—SERVICE TO SHIPPERS OF 
RECYCLABLE MATERIALS 

Respondents should include a thor¬ 
ough discussion of the effects that 
rate changes have had and will have 


on service. Of particular concern is the 
Issue of whether revenues will be ade¬ 
quate to induce railroads to undertake 
future investments to meet shippers' 
requirements. Shippers and carriers 
are encouraged to submit projections 
of service requirements and evidence 
of the carriers' ability to meet the 
shippers' past and future requirements 
for service. 

PART VII.—ALTERNATIVE RATE STRUCTURE 

Are there alternative carrier-operat¬ 
ing practices or rate structures or 
tariff arrangements which would be 
more innovative or more flexible? Par- 
ites are encouraged to discuss new 
ideas and policies relative to ratemak¬ 
ing, and the need for incentive rates. 

PART VIII.—OTHER EVIDENCE 

All parties should endeavor to 
submit their evidence, including rev¬ 
enue/cost relationships, under one or 
more of Parts I through VI above. 
Miscellaneous evidence submitted 
under Part VII should indicate the 
specific purpose for which it is being 
introduced and the reason it does not 
fit within one or more of Parts I 
through VI. Environmental matters 
should also be discussed in this part. 

CFH Doc. 77-34868 Filed 12-6-77; 8:45 am] 
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[6320-01] 

1 

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD. 
fM-60, amdt. 6, December 1,19771 

Notice op Deletion of Item prom the 
December 1,1977 Meeting Agenda 

TIME AND DATE: 10 a.m.—December 
1,1977. 

PLACE: Room 1027, 1825 Connecticut 
Avenue NW„ Washington. D.C. 20428. 

SUBJECT: la. Proposed transfer of 
auditors from Bureau of Enforcement 
to Bureau of Accounts and Statistics. 

STATUS: Open. 

PERSON TO CONTACT: 

Phyllis T. Kaylor, the Secretary. 
202-673-5068. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Vice Chairman O'Melia has expressed 
an interest in item la and he is unable 
to attend today's meeting. According¬ 
ly, the following Members have voted 
that agency business requires the dele¬ 
tion of item la from the agenda of De¬ 
cember 1. 1977 and that no earlier an¬ 
nouncement of this deletion was possi¬ 
ble: 

Chairman Alfred E. Kahn, Member 
G. Joseph Minetti, Member Eliza¬ 
beth E. Bailey. 

IS—1991-77 Piled 12-5-77; 8:53 am] 
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2 

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD. 

IM-84; 12/1/771 

TIME AND DATE: 10 a.m., December 
8. 1977. 

PLACE: Room 1027, 1825 Connecticut 
Avenue NW.. Washington, D.C. 20428. 


SUBJECT: 1. Ratification of items 
adopted by notation. 

Routine Items 

All items listed under the '‘Routine" 
heading will be adopted by one motion 
unless any Member of the Board re¬ 
quests that any specific item, or items, 
be removed from this list and be dis¬ 
cussed and voted upon separately. 
Action by one motion will conserve 
time and permit focus on other-than- 
routine matters. 

2. Docket 30257, Ceskoslovenske Aer- 
olinie, Application for renewal of for¬ 
eign air carrier permit; staff recom¬ 
mendation—that Board adopt pro¬ 
posed draft final action regarding 
Show Cause Order 77-10-35 (Memo 
No. 5146-E. BIA, BOR). 

3. Docket 30706. Application of 
Northward Airlines Limited for for¬ 
eign air carrier permit; staff recom¬ 
mendation-issuance of a show-cause 
order proposing to issue Northward a 
permit (Memo No. 7619, BOR, BIA, 
BLJ, OGC). 

4. Docket 29445, Las Vegas-Dallas/ 
Fort Worth Nonstop Service Investiga¬ 
tion; staff recommendation—Target 
Date of 2*10/76 (Memo No. 7609. 
OGC). 

5. Docket 30170; West Coast Alaska 
Investigation; petition for review of 
staff action; staff recommendation- 
dismissal of city of Denver's petition 
for review of Order 77-8-150 (Memo 
No. 7628, BLJ. OGC). 

6. Docket 31740 and 31745, group 50 
fares to Hawaii proposed by United 
(BFR). 

7. Student fares in the U.S.-Guam/ 
Pago Pago markets proposed by Pan 
American (BFR). 

Discussion Items 

8. Overseas National Airways, Inc., 
petition for review of staff action den¬ 
ying a request by Pan American World 
Airways, Inc., to transport ONA 
charter passengers on PAA’s sched¬ 
uled service at ONA’s charter rate; 
staff recommendation—granting peti¬ 
tion and amending staff action and re¬ 
quest for instructions on similar-type 
cases (Memo No. 7436-A, BFR). 

9. Docket 25659, Investigation of the 
Local Service Class Subsidy Rate. 
Class VII; staff recommendation- 
denial of exceptions of Piedmont to 
Order 77-6-37 (Memo No. 7099-B. 
BFR. OGC). 

10. Docket 29439, Eastern Air Lines' 
application for intercarrier discussions 


concerning research, design and pro¬ 
curement of future aircraft types; pro¬ 
posed instructions to the staff (Memo 
No. 6318-B). 

11. Docket 30555, Motion of Texas 
International to relieve its DFW-LAX 
economy fare from being investigated 
in the Peanuts Fare Investigation; al¬ 
ternative staff recommendations—BLJ 
would grant TXI's motion and OGC 
would deny TXI's motion and would 
recommend approval of Memo No. 
7100-A with modifications (Memo No. 
7100-A, 7100-B, BLJ. OGC). 

12. Petition of Hughes Air Corp. 
d.b.a* Hughes Airwest for review of ac¬ 
tions by the Director, Bureau of Ac¬ 
counts and Statistics in Accounting 
and Reporting Directive No. 57-Re¬ 
porting of Regulatory Depreciation on 
CAB Form 41 Schedule P-5(a) "Com¬ 
ponents of Flight Equipment Depreci¬ 
ation" and Schedule B-5 "Property 
and Equipment;" staff recommenda¬ 
tion-denial of Airwest's petition that 
the Directive be revoked (Memo No. 
7626, BAS, BFR. BOE, OGC). 

13. Braniff Airways’ Transaction 
Agreement BN-107 (No. 19, filed No¬ 
vember 9. 1977); staff recommenda¬ 
tion-permit by inaction (Memo No. 
7137-B. BOR, BAS. OGC). 

14. Docket 31129, Commuter Air¬ 
lines' Request to Operate CV-580 Air¬ 
craft in Scheduled and Charter Ser¬ 
vice; staff recommendation—grant ex¬ 
emption In part (Memo No. 7604, 
BOR). 

15. Docket 31222, Allegheny's Appli¬ 
cation to amend the Cape May Re¬ 
placement agreement to permit the Al¬ 
legheny commuter to serve Millville, 
N.J., staff recommendation—denial 
(Memo No. 7627. BOR. BFR. OEA, 
OGC). 

16. Docket 31109, Air Polynesia. Inc., 
Exemption to use DC-3 aircraft within 
the State of Hawaii; staff recommen¬ 
dation-denial (Memo No. 7557, BOR. 
OGC). 

17. Docket 31397, Petition of certain 
all-cargo commuter air carriers to 
amend Part 298 to increase the size of 
aircraft authorized for use in ail-cargo 
air taxi service; staff recommenda¬ 
tion-issue notice of proposed rule- 
making (Memo No. 7610, OGC). 

18. Docket 31229, Charter flight 
delays and substitute transportation; 
staff recommendation—issue notice of 
proposed rulemaking (Memo No. 7611, 
OGC). 

19. Docket 30546, Bureau of Enforce¬ 
ment petition for discretionary review 
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of Initial decision dismissing complaint 
in Transporturile Aeriene Romane, 
Enforcement Proceeding; staff recom¬ 
mendation-denial of petition (Memo 
No. 7614, OGC). 

20. Docket 29792, Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking EDR-317, to insure the 
size of Aircraft Authorization for use 
by Air Taxi Operators within the 
State of Hawaii; staff recommenda¬ 
tion—that the Board adopt the pro¬ 
posed rules as final (OGC). 

21. Docket 24694. Miami-Los Angeles 
Competitive Nonstop Case; staff rec¬ 
ommendation—reopen the proceeding 
for the limited purpose of considering 
whether Western or Pan American 
should receive Miami-Los Angeles 
competitive authority (Memo No. 
7354-C. OGC). 

STATUS: Open. 

PERSON TO CONTACT: 

Phyllis T. Kaylor, The Secretary, 

202-673-5068. 

LS-1992-77 Piled 12-5-77; 8:53 am) 


[6714-02] 

3 

FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE 
CORPORATION. 

Notice of Change in Subject Matter of 
Agency Meeting. 

At its meeting held at 1 p.m. on 
Wednesday, November 30, 1977, the 
Federal Deposit Insurance Corpora¬ 
tion’s Board of Directors determined, 
on motion of Chairman George A. Le- 
Maistre, seconded by Director John G. 
Helmann, that Corporation business 
required its consideration of the fol¬ 
lowing matters on less than 7 days' 
notice to the public: 

Recommendation regarding the issu¬ 
ance of a consent cease and desist 
order against an insured State non¬ 
member bank. 

Recommendation regarding the liq¬ 
uidation of assets acquired by the Cor¬ 
poration from The Hamilton Bank 
and Trust Co., Atlanta, Ga. (Case No. 
43,300-L). 

Reassignment of and administrative 
pay increase for a Corporation em¬ 
ployee. 

The matters were considered in the 
closed portion of the meeting pursu¬ 
ant to subsections (c)(2), (c)(6), (c)(8), 
(c)(9)(A)(ii), and (c)(9)(B) of the "Gov¬ 
ernment in the Sunshine Act” (5 
U.S.C. 552b(c)(2), (c)(6), (c)(8), 

(c)(9)(A)(ii), and (c)(9)(B) and on the 
basis of the Board's determination 
that the public interest did not require 
consideration of the matters in a meet¬ 
ing open to public observation. 

The Board further determined that 
no earlier notice of the changes in the 
subject matter of the meeting was 
practicable. 


SUNSHINE ACT MEETINGS 


Dated: November 30, 1977. 

For the Federal Deposit Insurance 
Corporation. 

Alan R. Miller, 
Executive Secretary. 
[S-1997-77 Piled 12-5-77; 3:08 pm) 


[6740-02] 

4 

FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY 
COMMISSION. 

Federal Register CITATION OF 
PREVIOUS ANNOUNCEMENT: (Pub. 
December 2, 1977, 42 FR 61357). 

PREVIOUSLY ANNOUNCED TIME 
AND DATE OF MEETING: December 
7,1977,10 a.m. 

CHANGE IN THE MEETING: The 
following items have been added: 

Item No., Docket No., and Company 

ER-6.—E-8176. Southern California 

Edison Co. 

ER-7.—E-9068, E-9U8 and E-9497, Ohio 
Edison Co. 

M-l. RM77-20, pipeline rate transporta¬ 
tion rate schedules. 

M-2.—RM74-16, natural gas companies* 
annual report of proved domestic gas re¬ 
serves FPC Form No. 40. 

M-3.—RM75-25, policy with respect to cer¬ 
tification of pipeline transportation agree¬ 
ments. 

RP-2.—RP73-97, Kentucky West Virginia 
Gas Co. 

CI-2.—CI77-123, Gulf OD Corp. 

CP-10.—CP76-138, Transcontinental Gas 
Pipe Line Corp. 

CP-20.—CP75-140, et al.. Pacific Alaska 
LNG Co., et al. 

CP-21.—CP77-607, City of Marietta Tex.. 
Applicant v. Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of 
America, respondent. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[8-1993-77 Piled 12-5-77; 8:53 am) 


[6115-01] 

5 

HARRY S. TRUMAN SCHOLAR¬ 
SHIP FOUNDATION. 

TIME AND DATE: 1 p.m., Monday, 
December 12,1977. 

PLACE: Board Room. 712 Jackson 
Place NW., Washington. D.C. 20006. 

STATUS: Open to the public. 

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 
Consideration of Amendments of By- 
Laws; Graduate Program Proposals. 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Dr. Robert E. Cleary, Executive Sec¬ 
retary, telephone 202-395-4831. 

Robert E. Cleary, 
Executive Secretary. 


Approved: 

John W. Snyder, 

Chairman, Board of Trustees. 
CS-1996-77 Piled 12-5-77; 12:27 pm) 


[7030-01} 

6 

INDIAN CLAIMS COMMISSION. 

TIME AND DATE: 10:15 a.m., Decem¬ 
ber 14, 1977. 

PLACE: Room 600, 1730 K Street 
NW., Washington. D.O 

PORTION OF THE MEETING OPEN 
TO THE PUBLIC: 

Dockets 74 and 332-C, Sioux. 
Dockets 27-B and 338, Delaware. 

PORTION OF THE MEETING 
CLOSED TO THE PUBLIC: Person¬ 
nel. 

FOR MORE INFORMATION: 

David H. Bigelow, Executive Direc¬ 
tor, Room 640, 1730 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20006, 202-653- 
6174. 

[S-1995-77 Filed 12-5-77; 11:41 am] 


[7035-01] 

7 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COM¬ 
MISSION. DIVISION 3. 

TIME AND DATE: 2:30 p.m., Monday, 
December 12,1977. 

PLACE: Room 5124, Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission Building. 12th 
Street and Constitution Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

STATUS: Notice of open meeting. 

MATTER TO BE CONSIDERED: (l) 
Review of division 3 workload. 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Mrs. Hildred Hersman, Confidential 
Assistant to Commissioner Brown; 
telephone: 202-275-7535. 

[8-1998-7 Filed 12-5-77; 3:57 pm) 


[7590-01] 

8 

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COM¬ 
MISSION. 

TIME AND DATE: Week of December 
5, 1977. 

PLACE: Commissioners' Conference 
Room, 1717 H Street NW.. Washing¬ 
ton. D.C. 

STATUS: Open and closed. 

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 
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Tuesday, December 6 

2:30 a.m.—Discussion of Draft Sea- 
brook Opinion (approx. 2 hrs.) 
(Closed—Postponed from Monday, De¬ 
cember 5—Exemption 10.) 

Wednesday, December 7 

9:30 a.m.—(Additional items.) 

2. Briefing on Reducing Procedural 
Cost Burdens for Participants in Com¬ 
mission Proceedings; and Discussion of 
Procedural Assistant in the S-3 Fuel 

. Cycle Rulemaking. (Approx. 1 hr.) 
(Public meeting.) 

3. Discussion of Mr. Pollard’s Re- 
quests'to Participate in NRC Meetings 


on USC Petition (Approx. V4 hr.) 
(Public meeting.) 

(The meeting “Personnel Matters” 
should be titled “Discussion of Inter¬ 
nal Organizational Structure” and is a 
continuation of the November 23. 
1977, meeting.) 

Thursday, December 8 

2. Status Report by Staff on USC 
Petition for Emergency Relief and 
Possible Order (Approx. 1 hr.) (Public 
meeting.) (Replaces “Discussion of 
OMB Budget Mark”.) 

By 4-0 vote on December 2, 1977, the 
Commission determined pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 552b(3Kl) and §9.107(a) of the 


Commission's rules that Commission 
business requires that these agenda 
items be held on less than l week's 
notice to the public. Immediate discus¬ 
sion Is required to insure prompt con¬ 
sideration of these matters. 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Walter Magee. 202-634-1410. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., this 5th 
day of December 1977. 

Walter Magee, 
Office of the Secretary. 

CS-1994-77 Filed 12-5-77; 11:41 ami 
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PROPOSED RULES 


[4210-07] 

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

Federal Insurance Administration 
[24CFR Part 1917] 

[Docket No. FI-3G94) 

CITY OF NEW BRIGHTON, 

RAMSEY COUNTY, MINN. 

Proposed Flood Elevation Determinations 

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
tration. HUD. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the proposed 
base ( 100-year > flood elevations listed 
below for selected locations in the City 
of New Brighton. Ramsey County, Minn. 

These base (100-year) flood elevations 
are the basis for the flood plain manage¬ 
ment measures that the community is 
required to either adopt or show evi¬ 
dence of being already in effect in order 
to qualify or remain qualified for par¬ 
ticipation in the National Flood Insur¬ 
ance Program (NFIP). 

DATES: The period for comment will be 
ninety (90) days following the second 
publication of this proposed rule in a 
newspaper of local circulation in the 
above-named community. 

ADDRESSES: Maps and other informa¬ 
tion showing the detailed outlines of the 
flood-prone areas and the proposed base 
<100-year) flood elevations are available 
for review at City Hall, 803 Fifth Avenue 
Northwest, New Brighton, Minn. 

Send comments to: Mayor Gayle Bro- 
mander, City Hall, 803 Fifth Avenue 
Northwest, New Brighton, Minn. 55112. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Admin¬ 
istrator, Office of Flood Insurance, 202- 
755-5581 or toll-free line 800-424-8872, 
room 5270, 451 Seventh Street SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determina¬ 
tions of base (100-year) flood elevations 
for the City of New Brighton, Minnesota, 
in accordance with section 110 of the 
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973 
(Pub. L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980. which 
added section 1363 to the National Flood 
Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of the 
Housing and Urban Development Act of 
1968 (Pub. L. 90-448)), 42 U.S.C. 4001- 
4128, and 24 CFR 1917.4(a). 

These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re¬ 
quired by Section 1910.3 of the program 
regulations, are the minimum that are 
required. They should not be construed 
to mean the community must change 
any existing ordinances that are more 
stringent in their flood plain manage¬ 
ment requirements. The community may 
at any time enact stricter requirements 
on its own, or pursuant to policies es¬ 
tablished by other Federal. State, or re¬ 


gional entities. These proposed eleva¬ 
tions will also be used to calculate the 
appropriate flood insurance premium 
rates for new buildings and their con¬ 
tents and for the second layer of insur¬ 
ance on existing buildings and their con¬ 
tents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 


Source of flooding 

Location 

Elevation 
in feet, 
national 
geodetic 
vertical 
datum 

County Ditch 

7th St NW. 


No. 2. 

.do *. 

8^0 


Service road *_. 

880 


.do i. 

876 


U.S. Intcistate High¬ 
way 694 *. 

876 


.do i. 

872 


Weir at Long Lake 

Rd *. 

871 

. 

.do ».. 

869 

Rice Creek. 

. Minnesota transfer 
railroad. 

868 


Long Lake. 

80S 

Long Lake.. 

. Nears oroline.. 

868 

Pike Lake.. 


872 


* Upstream side, 
i Downstream side. 

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 
FR 17804, November 28. 1968). as amended; 
42 U.S.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary's delega¬ 
tion of authority to Federal Insurance Ad¬ 
ministrator 34 FR 2680. February 27. 1969, 
as amended (39 FR 2787, January 24. 1974).) 

Issued: October 21,1977. 

Patricia Roberts Harris, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.77-34513 Filed 12-6-77;8:45 am] 


[4210-01] 

[24 CFR Part 1917] 

[Docket No? FI-3695) 

CITY OF NORTH ST PAUL, 
RAMSEY COUNTY, MINN. 

Proposed Rood Elevation Determinations 

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
tration, HUD. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the proposed 
base (100-year) flood elevations listed 
below for selected locations in the City 
of North St. Paul, Ramsey County, Minn. 

These base (100-year) flood elevations 
are the basis for the flood plan manage¬ 
ment measures that the community is 
required to either adopt or show evidence 
of being already in effect in order to qual¬ 
ify or remain qualified for participation 
in the National Flood Insurance Program 
(NFIP). 

DATES: The period for comment will be 
ninety (90) days following the second 
publication of this proposed rule in a 
newspaper of local circulation in the 
above-named community. 

ADDRESSES: Maps and other informa¬ 
tion showing the detailed outlines of the 


flood-prone areas and the proposed base 
(100-year) flood elevations are available 
for review at City Hall, 2526 East 7th 
Avenue North St. Paul, Minn. 

Send comments to: Mayor Jack F. 
Whisler, City of North St. Paul, City Hall! 
2526 East 7th Avenue, North St. Paul 
Minn. 55109. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Admin¬ 
istrator. Office of Flood Insurance, 202- 
755-5581 or toll-free line 800-424-8872, 
room 5270. 451 Seventh Street SW. 
Washington, D.C. 20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determina¬ 
tions of base (100-year) flood elevations 
for the City of North St. Paul, Minn., in 
accordance with section 110 of the Flood 
Disaster Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. L. 
93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which added sec¬ 
tion 1363 to the National Flood Insur¬ 
ance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of the Hous¬ 
ing and Urban Development Act of 1968 
(Pub. L. 90-448)), 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128. 
and 24 CFR 1917.4(a). 

These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re¬ 
quired by Section 1910.3 of the program 
regulations, are the minimum that are 
required. They should not be construed 
to mean the community must change 
any existing ordinances that are more 
stringent in their flood plain manage¬ 
ment requirements. The community may 
at any time enact stricter requirements 
on its own, or pursuant to policies estab¬ 
lished by other Federal, State, orregional 
entities. These proposed elevations will 
also be used to calculate the appropriate 
flood insurance premium rates for new 
buildings and their contents and for the 
second layer of insurance on existing 
buildings and their contents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 


Elevation 


in feet. 

Source of flooding Location national 

geodetic 

vertical 

datum 


County Ditch No. Ariel St. 92U 

18. 13th Ave. North *. 

.do*. Ml 

Detention pond 831 

service road.* 

.do*. . 935 

llth Ave. North_ 935 

Shopping center serv- <*33 

ice road. 

Minnesota Highway 935 

36.» 

.do*.. ’»3: 

Soo Line RR. bridge •_ 937 

.do*. KW 

East South Avo. WW 

North Branch Me Knight Rd. 936 

County Ditch 
No. 18. 

Casey Lake...Western corporate 828 

limits (north of 
17th Ave.). 

Silver Lake.Eastern corporate W1 

limits west, of 
Century Avo. in 
Oakdale). 


* Downstream side. 
» Upstream side. 
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(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968 ). effective January 28, I960 (33 FR 
17804. November 28. 1968), as amended. (42 
U S C. 4001-4128) ; and Secretary’s delegation 
of authority to Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
trator 34 FR 2680. February 27. 1969. as 
(imended (39 FR 2787. January 24. 1974).) 

Issued: October 21. 1977. 

Patricia Roberts Harris, 

Secretary . 

|FR Doc.77 -34514 Filed 12-6-77:8:45 am| 


[ 4210-01 ] 

[ 24 CFR Part 1917 ] 

(Docket No. FI-36961 

CITY OF CLEVELAND, 

BOLIVAR COUNTY, MISS. 

Proposed Flood Elevation Determinations 

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Admini¬ 
stration, HUD. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the proposed 
base < 100-year) flood elevations listed 
below for selected locations in the City 
of Cleveland. Bolivar County. Miss. 

These base (100-year) flood elevations 
arc the basis for the flood plain manage¬ 
ment measures that the community is 
required to either adopt or show evidence 
of being already in effect in order to 
qualify or remain qualified for partici¬ 
pation in the N ational Flood Insurance 
Program (NFIP). 

DATES: The period for comment will be 
ninety (90 > days following the second 
publication of this proposed rule in a 
newspaper of local circulation in the 
above-named community. 

ADDRESSES: Maps and other informa¬ 
tion showing the detailed outlines of the 
flood-prone areas and the proposed 
base (100-y^ar) flood elevations are 
available for review at City Hall, 100 
North Street. Cleveland, Miss. 

Send comments to: Mayor Martin T. 
King. Jr., City Hail. 100 North Street. 
P O Box 339, Cleveland, Miss. 38732. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Richard Krimm. Assistant Ad¬ 
ministrator, Office of Flood Insurance, 
202-755-5581 or toll-free line 800-424- 
8872, room 5270, 451 Seventh Street 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410. 

SU PPLEMENTAR Y INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determina¬ 
tions of base (100-year) flood elevations 
for the City of Cleveland. Miss., in ac¬ 
cordance with section 110 of the Flood 
Disaster Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. L. 
93-234). 87 Stat. 980, which added sec¬ 
tion 1363 to the National Flood Insur¬ 
ance Act of 1968 (Title XHI of the Hous¬ 
ing and Urban Developement Act of 1968 
'Pub. L. 90-448)). 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128. 
and 24 CFR 1917.4(a). 

These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re¬ 


quired by Section 1910.3 of the program 
regulations, are the minimum that are 
required. They should not be construed 
to mean the community must change any 
existing ordinances that are more strin¬ 
gent in their flood plain management 
requirements. The community may at 
any time enact stricter requirements on 
its own. or pursuant to policies estab¬ 
lished by other Federal, State, or re¬ 
gional entities. These proposed elevations 
will also be used to calculate the appro¬ 
priate flood insurance premium rates for 
new buildings and their contents and for 
the second layer of insurance on existing 
buildings and their contents. 

The proposed based (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 


Elevation 
in toot, 

Source of flooding Location national 

peodotic 
vertical 
• datum 


Jones It a you. Rosemary Rd.- 

(Upstream)_ 138 

(Downstream)_ 137 

HMcrtet Circle.. 137 

West 3d St.: 

(Upstream)_ 137 

(Downstream)_ 130 

South Court St. 136 

Leflore A ve. 135 

Yale St_ 135 

Hear Ten Canal_ Highwav 8. 

Upstream)_.... 137 

Downstream)__ 136 

Sunflower Rd.. 136 

Road (300 ft upstream 134 

of corporate limits.) 

Pecan Ha you._Maple St__ 137 

College St.. 130 

Bishop St.. 136 

Yale St. 135 

West Main Canal_Unnamed road (at 139 

n[Stream corporate 
limits). 

Pear man Rd. 137 

Sunflower Rd.: 

(Upstream).._ 136 

(Downs* ream). 135 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968). effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR 
17804, November 28. 1968), as amended: 42 
U.S.C. 4001-4128: and Secretary's delegation 
of authority to Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
trator 34 FR 2680. February 27. 1969, as 
amended (39 FR 2787. January 24. 1974).) 

Issued: October 21, 1977. 

Patricia Roberts Harris, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.77-34515 Filed 12-8-77,8:45 am| 


[4210-01] 

[24 CFR Part 1917] 

(Docket No. FI-32861 

CITY OF BRAGG CITY, 
PEMISCOT COUNTY, MO. 

Proposed Flood Elevation Determinations; 
Correction 

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
tration. HUD. 

ACTION: Correction of proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: This document corrects a 
proposed rule on base (100-year) flood 
elevations that appeared on ^age 42 FR 
45128 of the Federal Register of Sep¬ 
tember 8. 1977 (42 FR 45128). 


EFFECTIVE DATE: September 8. 1977. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Admin¬ 
istrator. Office of Flood Insurance. 202- 
755-5581 or toll-free line 800-424-8872, 
room 5270, 451 Seventh Street SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20410. 

The following corrections are made: 


Source of Hooding 

Location 

Elevation 
In foot, 
national 
poodotic 
vertical 
datum 

Ditch No. 72_ 

A t intcnttctlon of 81. 
Louis, 8au Fran- 
eb*oo KH. and Clay 
Boost Bayou. 

200 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR 
17804, November 28, 1968). as amended; 42 
U.S.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary’s delegation 
of authority to Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
trator 34 FR 2680. February 27. 1969. as 
amended (39 FR 2787, January 24. 1974).) 

Issued: October 21, 1977. 

Patricia Roberts Harris, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc.77-34516 Filed 12-6-77:8:45 am| 


[4210-01] 

[ 24 CFR Part 1917 ] 

(Docket No. FI-36971 

CITY OF HANNIBAL, MARION COUNTY, 
MO. 

Proposed Flood Elevation Determinations 

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
tration. HUD. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the proposed 
base f 100-year) flood elevations listed 
below for selected locations in the City 
of Hannibal. Marion County. Mo. 

These base (100-year) flood elevations 
are the basis for the flood plain manage¬ 
ment measures that the community is 
required to either adopt or show evidence 
of being already in effect in order to 
qualify or remain qualified for participa¬ 
tion In th e Na tional Flood Insurance Pro¬ 
gram (NFIP). 

DATES: The period for comment will be 
ninety (90) days following the second 
publication of this proposed rule in a 
newspaper of local circulation in the 
above-named community. 

ADDRESSES: Maps and other informa¬ 
tion showing the detailed outlines of the 
flood-prone areas and the proposed base 
(100-year) flood elevations are available 
for review at City Hall. Fourth and 
Broadway. Hannibal. Mo. 

Send comments to: Mayor Lillian 
Herman. City Hall, Fourth and Broad¬ 
way. Hannibal. Mo. 63401. 
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Richard Krimm. Assistant Admin¬ 
istrator, Office of Flood Insurance, 202- 
755-5581 or toll-free line 800-424-8872, 
room 5270. 451 Seventh Street SW M 
Washington, D.C. 20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determina¬ 
tions of base (100-year) flood elevations 
for the City of Hannibal, Mo., in ac¬ 
cordance with section 110 of the Flood 
Disaster Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. L. 
93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which added sec¬ 
tion 1363 to the Nati onal Flood Insur¬ 
ance Act of 1968 (Title xm of the Hous¬ 
ing and Urban Development Act of 1968 
(Pub. L. 90-448). 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128, 
and 24 CFR 1917.4(a). 

These elevations, together with the 
.flood plain management measures re¬ 
quired by Section 1910.3 of the program 
regulations, are the minimum that are 
required. They should not be construed 
to mean the community must change any 
existing ordinances that are more strin¬ 
gent in their flood plain management re¬ 
quirements. The community may at any 
time enact stricter requirements on its 
own, or pursuant to policies established 
by other Federal. State, or regional en¬ 
tities. These proposed elevations will also 
be used to calculate the appropriate flood 
insurance premium rates for new build¬ 
ings and their contents and for the sec¬ 
ond layer of insurance on existing build¬ 
ings and their contents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 


Source of flooding 

Location 

Elevation 
In feet, 
national 



geodetic 

vertical 

datum 


Mississippi River_ 

Mark Twain Mem¬ 

478 

orial bridge. 

Norfolk A Western 

478 


Mills Creek_ 

HR. bridge. 

Llndoli Ave... 

484 


Johnson 8 t. extended— 

4‘# 

Minnow Branch_ 

Burlington Northern 

401 


Rtt. (upstream side). 
Lamb Avc.. 

514 


James Kd. 

534 

Unnamed tribu¬ 

Westely Rd. 

llannihal New Lon¬ 

570 

W4 

tary to Bear 

don Rd. 

Creek. 

U. 8 . Highway 61 

5(0 


(upstream side). 



(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
Xm of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968). effective January 28. 1969 (33 FR 
17804. November 28. 1968), as amended; 42 
UJS.C. 4001—4128; and Secretary's delegation 
of authority to Federal Insurance Admin¬ 
istrator 34 FR 2680, February 27, 1969. as 
amended (39 FR 2787, January 24. 1974).) 

Issued: October21,1977. 

Patricia Roberts Harris, 

Secretary . 

|FR Doc.77-34517 Filed 12-6-77;8:46 am] 


[4210-01 ] 

[24 CFR Part 1917] 

[Docket No. FI-36981 

TOWN OF AVON, LIVINGSTON COUNTY, 
N.Y. 

Proposed Flood Elevation Determinations 

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
tration. HUD. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the proposed 
base (100-year) flood elevations listed 
below for selected locations in the Town 
of Avon, Livingston County, N.Y. 

These base (100-year) flood elevations 
are the basis for the flood plain man¬ 
agement measures that the community 
is required to eitlier adopt or show evi¬ 
dence of being already in effect in order 
to qualify or remain qualified for par¬ 
ticipation in the National Flood Insur¬ 
ance Program (NFIP). 

DATES: The period for comment will be 
ninety (90) days following the second 
publication of this proposed rule in a 
newspaper of local circulation in the 
above-named community. 

ADDRESSES: Maps and other informa¬ 
tion showing the detailed outlines of the 
flood-prone areas and the proposed base 
(100-year) flood elevations are available 
for review at the Avon Town Hall, 70 
Genesee Street, Avon, N.Y. 14414. 

Send comments to: Mr. James M. 
Steele, Town Supervisor of Avon, 70 
Genesee Street, Avon, N.Y. 14414. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Admin¬ 
istrator, Office of Flood Insurance, 202- 
755-5581 or toll-free line 800-424-8872, 
room 5270, 451 Seventh Street SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determina¬ 
tions of base (100-year) flood elevations 
for the Town of Avon, Livingston County, 
N.Y. in accordance with section 110 of 
the Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973 
(Pub. L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which 
added section 1363 to the National Flood 
Insurance Act of 1968 (Title Xm of the 
Housing and Urban Development Act of 
1968 (Pub. L. 90-448)), 42 U.S.C. 4001- 
4128, and 24 CFR 1917.4(a). 

These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re¬ 
quired by Section 1910.3 of the program 
regulations, are the minimum that are 
required. They should not be construed 
to mean the community must change any 
existing ordinances that are more strin¬ 
gent in their flood plain management re¬ 
quirements. The community may at any 
time enact stricter requirements on its 
own. or pursuant to policies established 
by other Federal, State, or regional en¬ 


tities. These proposed elevations will also 
be used to calculate the appropriate floed 
insurance premium rates for new build¬ 
ings and their contents and for the 
second layer of insurance on existing 
buildings and their contents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 


Source of flooding 

Location 

Elevation 

in feet, 
nation ii 
geodetic 
vertical 
datum 

Genesee River_ 

Upstream corporate 
limits. 

Confluence with 
Browns Creek. 

551 

549 


Fowlervillo Kd. 

Confluence with 
Christie Creek. 

► 545 


•>40 


Confluence with 
Conesus Creek. 

540 


Village of Avon cor¬ 
porate limits. 
Confluence with 

White Creek. 
Downstream cor¬ 
porate limits. 

5>38 

Conesus Creek. 

Avon-Genesoc Rd. 
(N.Y.8. 39). 

560 


Abandoned railroad.. 

► 559 


Confluence with 

Little Conesus 
Croak, 

543 


Confluence- with 
Genesco River. 

540 

Little Conesus 

N.Y. 8.3y. 

. 555 

Creek. 

Mill Rd. 



Confluence with 
Conesus Creek. 

542 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XH1 of Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (U3 
FR 17804, November 28. 1968). as amended, 
42 U.S.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary's delega¬ 
tion of authority to Federal Insurance Ad¬ 
ministrator 34 FR 2680. February 27. 1909, 
as amended (39 FR 2787. January 24, 1974).) 


Issued: October 21,1977. 


Patricia Roberts Harris, 
Secretary. 

I FR Doc.77-34518 Filed 12-6-77; 8: 45 am) 


[4210-01] 

[24 CFR Part 1917] 

[Docket No. FI-3699] 

VILLAGE OF AVON, LIVINGSTON COUNTY, 
N.Y. 

Proposed Rood Elevation Determinations 

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
tration, HUD. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the proposed 
base (100-year) flood elevations listed 
below for selected locations in the Village 
of Avon. Livingston County, N.Y. 

These base (100-year) flood elevations 
are the basis for the flood plain man¬ 
agement measures that the community 
is required to either adopt or show evi¬ 
dence of being already in effect in order 
to qualify or remain qualified for par¬ 
ticipation in the National Flood Insur¬ 
ance Program (NFIP). 


FEDERAL REGISTER; VOL. 42, NO. 235—WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 7, 1977 

















PROPOSED RULES 


61955 


DATES: The period for comment will be 
ninety (90) days following the second 
publication of this proposed rule in a 
newspaper of local circulation in the 
above-named community. 

ADDRESSES: Maps and other informa¬ 
tion showing the detailed outlines of the 
flood- prone areas and the proposed base 
( 100 -year) flood elevations are available 
for review at the Avon Village Office, 102 
Genesee Street, Avon, N.Y. 14414. 

Send comments to: Honorable Mary 
B. Cole, Mayor of Avon, 102 Genesee 
Street, Avon, N.Y. 14414. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Admin¬ 
istrator, Office of Flood Insurance, 202- 
755-5581 or toll-free line 800-424-8872, 
room 5270, 451 Seventh Street SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determina¬ 
tions of base (100-year) flood elevations 
for the Village of Avon, Livingston 
County. N.Y. in accordance with section 
110 of the Flood Disaster Protection Act 
of 1973 (Pub. L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980. 
which added section 1363 to the National 
Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIII 
of the Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1968 (Pub. L. 90-448)), 42 tJ.S.C. 
4001-4128. and 24 CFR 1917.4(a). 

These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re¬ 
quired by section 1910.3 of the program 
regulations, are the minimum that are 
required. They should not be construed 
to mean the community must change any 
existing ordinances that are more strin¬ 
gent in their flood plain management re¬ 
quirements. The community may at any 
time enact stricter requirements on its 
own, or pursuant to policies established 
by other Federal, State, or regional en¬ 
tities. These proposed elevations will also 
be used to calculate the appropriate flood 
insurance premium rates for new build¬ 
ings and their contents and for the sec¬ 
ond layer of insurance on existing build¬ 
ings and their contents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 


Elevation 


Source of flooding Location national 

geodetic 

vertical 

datum 


Orticsee River.Confluence with 540 

Conesus Creek. 

West Main St (U.8. 539 

20 and N.Y. 5). 

_ Erie-Lackaaana HR.. 539 

( : '»»‘Wius Creek-Corporate limits. MO 

Confluence with MO 

Genesee River. 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XTII of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1908), effective January 28, 1969 ( 33 FR 
17804. November 28. 1968), as amended; 42 
U.S.O. 4001-4128; and Secretary’s delegation 
of authority to Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 


trator 34 FR 2680, February 27. 1969, as 
amended (39 FR 2787, January 24. 1974).) 

Issued: October 21,1077. 

Patricia Roberts Harris. 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc.77-34519 Filed 13-6-77.8:45 am) 


[4210-01] 

[ 24 CFR Part 1917 ] 

(Docket No. FI-3700J 

TOWN OF MOUNT MORRIS, 
LIVINGSTON COUNTY, N.Y. 

Proposed Flood Elevation Determinations 

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
tration, HUD. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the proposed 
base (IGO-year) flood elevations listed 
below for selected locations in the Town 
of Mount Morris, Livingston County, 
N.Y. 

These base (100-year) flood elevations 
are the basis for the flood plain man¬ 
agement measures that the community 
Is required to either adopt or show evi¬ 
dence of being already in effect in order 
to qualify or remain qualified for par¬ 
ticipation in the National Flood Insur¬ 
ance Program (NFIP). 

DATES: The period for comment will be 
ninety (90) days following the second 
publication of this proposed rule in a 
newspaper of local circulation in the 
above-named community. 

ADDRESSES: Maps and other informa¬ 
tion showing the detailed outlines of the 
flood-prone areas and the proposed base 
(100-year) flood elevations are available 
for review at the Mount Morris Town 
Hall. Main and Chapel Street. Mount 
Morris. N.Y. 14510. 

Send comments to: Honorable An¬ 
thony M. Cipriano, Mayor of the Town 
of Mount Morris, Mount Morris P.O. Box, 
Mount Morris. N.Y. 14510. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Admin¬ 
istrator, Office of Flood Insurance, 
202-755-5581 or toll free line 800-424- 
8872, room 5270. 451 Seventh Street 
SW.. Washington. D.C. 20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determina¬ 
tions of base (100-year) flood elevations 
for the Town of Mount Morris. Living¬ 
ston County. N.Y. in accordance with 
section 110 of the Flood Disaster Protec¬ 
tion Act of 1973 (Pub. L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 
980. which added section 1363 to the Na¬ 
tional Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of the Housing and Urban Develop¬ 
ment Act of 1968 (Pub. L. 90-448)), 42 
U.S.C. 4001-4128, and 24 CFR 1917.4(a). 

These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re¬ 
quired by section 1910.3 of the program 


regulations, are the minimum that are 
required. They should not be construed 
to mean the community must change any 
existing ordinances that are more strin¬ 
gent in their flood plain management 
requirements. The community may at 
any time enact stricter requirements on 
its own, or pursuant to policies estab¬ 
lished by other Federal, State, or regional 
entities. These proposed elevations will 
also be used to calculate the appropriate 
flood insurance premium rates for new 
buildings and their contents and for the 
second layer of insurance on existing 
buildings and their contents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 


Elevation 


— r 111 Ivol’, 

Source of flooding Location national 

geodetic 

vertical 

datum 


Genesee River_Confluence of Can- 566 

naeraga Creek. 

Village of Mount 571 

Morris cofjwrate 
limits (downstream), 

Vi Huge of Mount 588 

Morris corporate 
limits (upstream). 

Lctchwortli State am 

Park line. 

Canaseraga Creek.. Ponding in the arc* 570 


approximately 
hounded by State 
Route 408, State 
Route 36, and the 
eastern corporate 
limits of the town 
of Mount Morris. 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1988), effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR 
17804, November 28. 1988), as amended 42 
U.S.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary’s delegation 
of authority to Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
trator 34 FR 2680. February 27. 1969. as 
amended (39 FR 2787. January 24. 1974).) 

Issued: October 21.1977. 

Patricia Roberts Harris, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc.77-34520 Filed 12-6-77:8:45 am) 


[ 4210-01 ] 

[24 CFR Part 1917] 

(Docket No.. FI-67011 

VILLAGE OF MOUNT MORRIS, 
LIVINGSTON COUNTY, N.Y. 

Proposed Rood Elevation Determinations 

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
tration, HUD. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the proposed 
base (100-year) flood elevations listed 
below for selected locations in the Vil¬ 
lage of Mount Morris, Livingston County, 
N.Y. 

These base (100-year) flood elevations 
are the basis for the flood plain manage¬ 
ment measures that the community is re¬ 
quired to either adopt or show evidence 
of being already in effect in order to 
qualify or remain qualified for participa- 
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tion in th e Na tional Flood Insurance 
Program (NFTP). 

DATES: The period for comment will be 
ninety (90) days following the second 
publication of this proposed rule in a 
newspaper of local circulation in the 
above-named community. 

ADDRESSES: Maps and other informa¬ 
tion showing the detailed outlines of the 
flood-prone areas and the proposed base 
(100-year) flood elevations are available 
for review at the Village Clerk’s Office, 
103 Main Street, Mount Morris, N.Y. 
14510. 

Send comments to: Honorable Law¬ 
rence C. Patzwald, Mayor of the Village 
of Mount Morris, 103 Main Street, Mount 
Morris, N.Y. 14510. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Admin¬ 
istrator, Office of Flood Insurance, 202- 

755-5581 or toU-free line 800-424-8872, 

room 5270, 451 Seventh Street SW.. 

Washington, DC. 20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determina¬ 
tions of base (100-year) flood elevations 
for the Village of Mount Morris, Living¬ 
ston County, N.Y. in accordance with sec¬ 
tion 110 of the Flood Disaster Protection 
Act of 1973 (Pub. L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 
980, which added section 1363 to the Na¬ 
tional Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XHI of the Housing and Urban Devel¬ 
opment Act of 1968 (Pub. L. 90-448)), 
42 U.S.C. 4001-4128, and 24 CFR 1917.4 
(a). 

These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re¬ 
quired by section 1910.3 of the program 
regulations, are the minimum that are 
required. They should not be construed 
to mean the community must change any 
existing ordinances that are more strin¬ 
gent in their flood plain management 
requirements. The community may at 
any time enact stricter requirements on 
its own. or pursuant to policies estab¬ 
lished by other Federal. State, or regional 
entities. These proposed elevations will 
also be used to calculate the appropriate 
flood insurance premium rates for new 
buildings and their contents and for the 
second layer of insurance on existing 
buildings and their contents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for the selected locations are: 


Source of flooding 

Location 

Elevation 
in feet, 
national 
geodetic 
vertical 
datum 

Qenesaoe River.... 

Corporate limits.. 

571 


Con Roil_ 

_ 672 


Rochester Gas & 
Electric Dam. 

687 


Corporate limits 
(upstroam)v 

688 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968). effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR 
17804, November 28, 1968). as amended; 42 


UJ5.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary’s delegation 
of authority to Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
trator 34 FR 2680, February 27, 1969, as 
amended (39 FR 2787, January 24. 1974).) 

Issued: October 21. 1977. 

Patricia Roberts Harris, 

Secretary. 

1FR Doc.77-34521 Filed 12-6-77;8:45 ami 


[4210-01] 

[24 CFR Part 1917] 

[Docket No. FI-3702) 

CITY OF CANNON BEACH. 
CLATSOP COUNTY, OREG. 

Proposed Flood Elevation Determinates 

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
tration. HUD. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the proposed 
base (100-year) flood elevations listed 
below for selected locations in the City 
of Cannon Beach, Clatsop County. Oreg. 

These base (100-year) flood elevations 
are the basis for the flood plain manage¬ 
ment measures that the community is 
required to either adopt or show evidence 
of being already in effect in order to 
qualify or remain qualified for participa¬ 
tion in th e Na tional Flood Insurance 
Program <NFIP). 

DATES: The period for comment will be 
ninety (90) days following the second 
publication of this proposed rule in a 
newspaper of local circulation in the 
above-named community. 

ADDRESSES: Maps and other informa¬ 
tion showing the detailed outlines of the 
flood-prone areas and the proposed base 
(100-year) flood elevations are available 
for review at City Hall. 163 East Gower 
Street, Cannon Beach, Oreg. 

Send comments to: Mayor Bruce M. 
Haskell. P.O. Box 368, Cannon Beach. 
Oreg. 97110. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Admin¬ 
istrator, Office of Flood Insurance, 202- 
755-5581 or toU-free line 800-424-8872, 
room 5270, 451 Seventh Street SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determina¬ 
tions of base (100-year) flood elevations 
for the City of Cannon Beach, Oreg., in 
accordance with section 110 of the Flood 
Disaster Protection Act of 1973 (Pub*. L. 
93-234). 87 Stat. 980, which added section 
1363 to the National Flood Insurance Act 
of 1968 (Title XIII of the Housing and 
Urban Development Act of 1968 (Pub. L. 
90-448)), 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128, and 24 
CFR 1917.4(a). 

These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re¬ 
quired by section 1910.3 of the program 
regulations, are the minimum that are 
required. They should not be construed 
to mean the community must change any 


existing ordinances that are more strin¬ 
gent in their flood plain management re¬ 
quirements. The community may at any 
time enact stricter requirements on its 
own, or pursuant to policies established 
by other Federal. State, or regional en¬ 
tities. These proposed elevations will also 
be used to calculate the appropriate flood 
insurance premium rates for new’ build¬ 
ings and their contents and for the 
second layer of insurance on existing 
buildings and their contents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 


Source of flooding 

Location 

Elevation 

In feet, 
national 
geodetic 
vertical 
datum 

raciflc Ocean. 

At coast near west 
end of Sitka St. 

29 


At coast near north 
corporate limit 
(near 7th St.). 

27 


At coast near west 
end of Umpejua St. 

27 


At coast near west 
end of Washington 
St. 

24 


At coast near west 
end of Jackson St. 

24 


At coast near west 
end of limilicr St. 

23 


At coast near west 
end of Tanana St. 

20 


At coast near west 
end of Coolidge 

Ave. 

W 


At coast near west 
end of Chisana St. 

13 

Elk Creek. 

At Hemlock 9t. and 
2d St. 

12 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII ol Housing and Urban Development Act 
ol 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR 
17804. November 28, 1968), as amended (42 
U.S.C. 4001-4128): and Secretary’s delegation 
of authority to Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
trator 34 FR 2680, February 27, 1969, as 
amended (39 FR 2787, January 24. 1974) ) 

Issued: October 21, 1977. 

Patricia Roberts Harris, 
Secretary. 

|FR Doc.77-34522 Filed 12-6-77;8:45 am) 


[4210-01] 

[24 CFR Part 1917] 

(Docket No. FI-3703) 

BOROUGH OF BALDWIN, 
ALLEGHANY COUNTY, PA. 

Proposed Flood Elevation Determinations 

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
tration, HUD. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the proposed 
base (100-year) flood elevations listed 
below for selected locations in the Bor¬ 
ough of Baldwin, Alleghany County, Pa. 

These base (100-year) flood elevations 
are the basis for the flood plain manage¬ 
ment measures that the community is 
required to either adopt or show evidence 
of being already in effect in order to 
qualify or remain qualified for participa¬ 
tion in the National Flood Insurance 
Program (NFIP). 
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DATES: The period for comment will be 
ninety (90) days following the second 
publication of this proposed rule in a 
newspaper of local circulation in the 
above-named community. 

ADDRESSES: Maps and other informa¬ 
tion showing the detailed outlines of the 
flood-prone areas and the proposed base 
( 100 -year) flood elevations are available 
for review at the Baldwin Municipal 
Building, 3344 Churchview Avenue, Pitts¬ 
burgh, Pa. 

Send comments to: Honorable Samuel 
L. McPherson, Mayor of Baldwin, 3344 
Churchview Avenue, Pittsburgh, Pa. 
15227. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Admin¬ 
istrator, Office of Flood Insurance, 
202-755-5581 or toll free line 800-424- 
8872, room 5270, 451 Seventh Street 
SW.. Washington. DC. 20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determina¬ 
tions of base (100-year) flood elevations 
for the Borough of Baldwin, Alleghany 
County. Pa. in accordance with section 
110 of the Flood Disaster Protection Act 
of 1973 (Pub. L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, 
which added section 1363 to the National 
Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title xm 
of the Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1968 (Pub. L. 90-448)). 42 U.S.C. 
4001-4128, and 24 CFR 1917.4(a). 

These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re¬ 
quired by section 1910.3 of the program 
regulations, are the minimum that are 
required. They should not be construed 
to mean the community must change any 
existing ordinances that are more strin¬ 
gent in their flood plain management re¬ 
quirements. The community may at any 
time enact stricter requirements on its 
own, or pursuant to policies established 
by other Federal. State, or regional enti¬ 
ties. These proposed elevations will also 
be used to calculate the appropriate flood 
insurance premium rates for new build¬ 
ings and their contents and for the sec¬ 
ond layer of insurance on existing build¬ 
ings and their contents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 


Source of flooding 


Elevation 
iu feet. 

Location national 

geodetic 
vertical 
datum 


Mnnongahela Confluence of Becks 734 

River. Hun. 

l T pst ream corporate 734 

limits. 

Streets Hun_Streets Run Rd. (up- 853 

stream) (near 
Brentwood KU.). 


Streets Run Rd. 017 

(near Prospect 
Rd.). 

Cbe&sio System 080 

(downstream) (near 
Doyle Rd.). 

Lick Run.Norfolk A Western 1,015 

RR. (upstream). 

Curry Ru. (up- 1,010 

stream). 

McAnnulty Rd. (up- 1,032 

stream). 


Elevation 
In feet. 

Source of flooding Location national 

geodetic 

vertical 

datum 


Becks Run.Carson 8t. 734 

Bocks Run Rd. (up- 745 

stream). 

Bajo Rd. (upstream).. 762 

Becks Run Rd. (up^ 785 

stream). 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR 
17804, November 28, 1968), as amended (42 
U.S.C. 4001-4128): and Secretary's delegation 
of authority to Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
trator 34 FR 2680, February 27, 1969, as 
amended (39 FR 2787, January 24, 1974).) 

Issued: October 21, 1977. 

Patricia Roberts Harris, 

„ Secretary. 

(FR Doc. 77-34523 Piled 12-6-77;8:45 ami 


[4210-01 ] 

[ 24 CFR Part 1917 ] 

(Docket No. FI-3704) 

BOROUGH OF HATFIELD, 
MONTGOMERY COUNTY, PA. 

Proposed Flood Elevation Determinations 

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
tration, HUD. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the proposed 
base (100-year) flood elevations listed 
below for selected locations in the 
Borough of Hatfield, Montgomery 
County, Pa. 

These base (100-year) flood elevations 
are the basis for the flood plain manage¬ 
ment measures that the community is 
required to either adopt or show evidence 
of being already in effect in order to 
qualify or remain qualified for participa¬ 
tion in th e Na tional Flood Insurance 
Program (NFIP). 

DATES: The period for comment will be 
ninety (90) days following the second 
publication of this proposed rule in a 
newspaper of local circulation in the 
above-named community. 

ADDRESSES: Maps and other informa¬ 
tion showing the detailed outlines of the 
flood-prone areas and the proposed base 
(100-year) flood elevations are available 
for review at the Hatfield Municipal 
Office, Main and Chestnut Streets, Hat¬ 
field, Pa. 19440. 

Send comments to: Honorable Rob¬ 
ert Krum. Mayor of Hatfield, 126 West 
School Street. Hatfield, Pa. 19440. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Admin¬ 
istrator, Office of Flood Insurance, 
202-755-5581 or toll-free line 800-424- 
8872, room 5270, 451 Seventh Street 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the prposed determina¬ 
tions of base (100-year) flood elevations 
for the Borough of Hatfield. Montgom¬ 
ery County, Pa. in accordance with sec¬ 
tional J2£? d Insurance Act of 1968 
(Title XIII of the Housing and Urban 
Development Act of 1968 (Pub. L. 90- 
448)). 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128. and 24 CFR 
1917.4(a). 

These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re¬ 
quired by section 1910.3 of the program 
regulations, are the minimum that are 
required. They should not be construed to 
mean the community must change any 
existing ordinances that are more strin¬ 
gent in their flood plain management 
requirements. The community may at 
any time enact stricter requirements on 
its own, or pursuant to policies estab¬ 
lished by other Federal, State, or re¬ 
gional entities. These proposed eleva¬ 
tions will also be used to calculate the 
appropriate flood insurance premium 
rates for new buildings and their con¬ 
tents and for the second layer of insur¬ 
ance on existing buildings and their 
contents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 


Source of flooding 

Location 

Elevation 
in feet, 
national 
geodetic 
vertical 
datum 

W’est Branch 

East Vine Si. 

303 

Neshamlny 

Upstream side of 

307 

Creek. 

Chestnut St. 



East Broad 8t. 

314 


Corporate limits. 

317 

Towamelicin 

At confluence with 

304 

Creek. 

W est Branch 
Neshaminy Creek. 



Downstream side of 
South Main St. 

313 


Butler Rd. 

313 

North natfleld 
Tributary. 

Columbia Ave. 
(extended). 

325 

Corporate limits. 

301 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968), effective January 28. 1969 (33 FR 
17804, November 28, 1968), as amended; 42 
U.S.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary’s delegation 
of authority to Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
trator 34 FR 2680, February 27, 1969, as 
amended (39 FR 2787, January 24. 1974).) 

Issued: October 21,1977. 

Patricia Roberts Harris, 
Secretary. 

(FR Doc.77-34524 Filed 12-6-77;8 45 am) 


[4210-01] 

[24 CFR Part 1917] 

| Docket No. FI-37051 

BOROUGH OF LEWISTOWN, 
MIFFLIN COUNTY, PA. 

Proposed Flood Elevation Determinations 

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
tration, HUD. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 
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PROPOSED RULES 


SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the proposed 
base (100-year) flood elevations listed 
below for selected locations in the Bor¬ 
ough of Lewis town, Mifflin County. Pa. 

These base (100-year) flood elevations 
are the basis for the flood plain man¬ 
agement measures that the community 
is required to either adopt or show evi¬ 
dence of being already in effect in order 
to qualify or remain qualified for par¬ 
ticipation in th e Na tional Flood Insur¬ 
ance Program (NFIP). 

DATES: The period for comment will 
be ninety (90) days following the second 
publication of this proposed rule in a 
newspaper of local circulation in the 
above-named community. 

ADDRESSES: Maps and other informa¬ 
tion showing the detailed outlines of the 
flood-prone areas and the proposed base 
(100-year) flood elevations are available 
for review at the Municipal Building, 
Council Chambers. 2 East 3rd Street, 
Lewistown, Pa. 

Send comments to: Honorable John 
J. Lawler, Mayor of Lewistown. Munici¬ 
pal Building, Council Chambers, 2 East 
3rd Street. Lewistown, Pa. 17044. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Ad¬ 
ministrator, Office of Flood Insurance, 

202-755-5581 or toll-free line 800-424- 

8872, room 5270, 451 Seventh Street 

SW., Washington, D.C. 20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determina¬ 
tions of base (100-year) flood elevations 
for the Borough of Lewistown, Mifflin 
County, Pa. in accordance with section 
110 of the Flood Disaster Protection Act 
of 1973 (Pub. L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, 
which added section 1363 to the National 
Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIII 
of the Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1968 (Pub. L. 90-448)). 42 U.S.C. 
4001-4128, and 24 CFR 1917.4(a). 

These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re¬ 
quired by section 1910.3 of the program 
regulations, are the minimum that are 
required. They should not be construed 
to mean the community must change 
any existing ordinances that are more 
stringent in their flood plain manage¬ 
ment requirements. The community may 
at any time enact stricter requirements 
on its own. or pursuant to policies es¬ 
tablished by other Federal. State, or re¬ 
gional entities. These proposed eleva¬ 
tions will also be used to calculate the 
appropriate flood insurance premium 
rates for new buildings and their con¬ 
tents and for the second layer of insur¬ 
ance on existing buildings and their con¬ 
tents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 


Source of flooding 

Location 

Elevation 
in toe t, 
national 
geodetic 
vertical 
datum 

Juinata River. ^— 

Downstream corpo¬ 
rate limit. 

475 


Ftetnniing Ave. 
extended. 

476 


Halo St. extended- 

477 


Beil Ave.. 

478 


Stlversand Ave. 
extended. 

4711 


Upstream corporate 
limit. 

470 

Kishaooquillas 

Confluence with 

477 

Creek. 

Juniata River. 

477 

U.S. Route 522. 


South Tine Ud. 
extended. 

477 


East Walnut St. 

482 


(’on rati..----- 

484 


Hanks Ave. extended. 

485 


Conrait_—- 

488 

Jacks Creek... 

Confluence with 
Juniata River. 

475 


U.S. Houle 22.- 

475 


Upstream corporate 
limit. 

475 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR 
17804. November 28. 1968), as amended (42 
U.S.C. 4001-4128); and Secretary’s delegation 
of authority to Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
trator 34 FR 2680. February 27, 1969, as 
amended (39 FR 2787, January 24. 1974).) 

Issued: October 21, 1977. 

Patricia Roberts Harris, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc.77-34525 FUed 12-6-77:8:45 am) 


[4210-01 ] 

[24 CFR Part 1917] 

(Docket No. FI-3708( 

TOWN OF GOSHEN, 
ROCKBRIDGE COUNTY, VA. 

Proposed Flood Elevation Determinations 

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
tration, HUD. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the proposed 
base (100-year) flood elevations listed 
below for selected locations in the Town 
of Goshen, Rockbridge, County. Va. 

These base (100-year) flood elevations 
are the basic for the flood plain man¬ 
agement measures that the community is 
required to either adopt or show evidence 
of being already in effect in order to* 
qualify or remain qualified for participa¬ 
tion in the National Flood Insurance Pro¬ 
gram (NFIP). 

DATES: The period for comment will be 
ninety (90) days following the second 
publication of this proposed rule in a 
newspaper of local circulation in the 
above-named community. 

ADDRESSES: Maps and other informa¬ 
tion showing the detailed outlines of the 
flood-prone areas and the proposed base 


(100-year) flood elevations are available 
for review at the Goshen Fire Depart¬ 
ment, Goshen, Va. 24439. 

Send comments to: Honorable L. 
Dwight Rose, Mayor of Goshen, Box 32, 
Goshen, Va. 24439. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Admin¬ 
istrator. Office of Flood Insurance, 
202-755-5581 or toll-free line 800-424- 
8872, room 5270, 451 Seventh Street 
SW.. Washington, D.C. 20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determina¬ 
tions of base (100-year) flood elevations 
for the Town of Goshen, Rockbridge 
County, Va. in accordance with section 
110 of the Flood Disaster Protection Act 
of 1973 (Pub. L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980. 
which added section 1363 to the National 
Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIII 
of the Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1968 (Pub. L. 90-448)). 42 U.S.C. 
4001-4128. and 24 CFR 1917.4<a>. 

These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re¬ 
quired by section 1910.3 of the program 
regulations, are the minimum that are 
required. They should not be construed 
to mean the community must change any 
existing ordinances that are more strin¬ 
gent in their flood plain management 
requirements. The community may at 
any time enact stricter requirements on 
its own. or pursuant to policies estab¬ 
lished by other Federal. State, or re¬ 
gional entities. These proposed elevations 
will also be used to calculate the appro¬ 
priate flood insurance premium ratesTor 
new buildings and their contents and for 
the second layer of insurance on existing 
buildings and their contents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 


• 


Elevation 



In feet 

Source of flooding 

Location 

above 
mean sea 



level 

Calf Pasture River. 

Downstream cor¬ 

1,395 

porate limit. 
Chesapeako A Ohio 

1,306 



RR (downstream). 
Chesapeake A Ohio 

1,308 


HR (upstream). 
Stato Route 42. 

1,399 


2,400 ft upstream, 

State Route 42. 

1.402 


Upstream corporate 
limits. 

1.409 

Mill Creek. 

Mouth. 

1.396 

Route 39 bridge. 

1,398 


Chesapeake A Ohio 

1,400 


R R (upstream 50 
ft). 

1,406 


425 ft upstream 


C. A O. RR. 

State Route 30A. 

1.409 


000 ft upstream. State 

1,410 


Route 39A. 

2,400 ft upstream, 

1,420 


State Route 39A. 
Upstream corporate 
limits. 

1.425 
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<National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
xm of Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1968). effective January 28. 1969 (33 
FR 17804, November 28, 1968). as amended; 
42 U-S.C. 4001—4128; and Secretary’s delega¬ 
tion of authority to Federal Insurance Ad¬ 
ministrator 34 FR 2680, February 27. 1969. as 
amended (39 FR 2787. January 24. 1974).) 

Issued: October 21,1977. 

Patricia Roberts Harris, 

• Secretary . 

(FR Doc.77-34520 Filed 12-6-77;8:45 am) 


[4210-01 ] 

[24 CFR Part 1917] 

(Docket No. FI-3707) 

INDEPENDENT CITY OF RADFORD, VA. 
Proposed Flood Elevation Determinations 

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
tration, HUD. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the proposed 
base (100-year) flood elevations listed 
below for selected locations in the In¬ 
dependent City of Radford, Va. 

These base (100-year) flood elevations 
are the basis for the flood plain manage¬ 
ment measures that the community is 
required to either adopt or show evidence 
of being already in effect in order to 
qualify or remain qualified for participa¬ 
tion in the National Flood Insurance 
Program (NF1P). 

DATES: The period for comment will be 
ninety (90) days following the second 
publication of this proposed rule in a 
newspaper of local circulation in the 
above-named community. 

ADDRESSES: Maps and other informa¬ 
tion showing the detailed outlines of the 
flood-prone areas and the proposed base 
a 00-year) flood elevations are available 
for review at the Radford City Hall. 619 
Second Street. Radford, Va. 24141. 

Send comments to: Honorable Thomas 
L. Starnes, Mayor of Radford, 99 Seventh 
Street, Radford, Va. 24141. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Admin¬ 
istrator, Office of Flood Insurance 202- 
755-5581 or toll-free line 800-424-8872. 
room 5270, 451 Seventh Street SW, 
Washington. D.C. 20410. 

S UPPLEMENTAR Y INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determina¬ 
tions of base (100-year) flood elevations 
for the Independent City of Radford, Va. 
in accordance with section 110 of the 
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973 
•Pub. L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which 
added section 1363 to the National Flood 
Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XHI of the 
Housing and Urban Development Act of 
1968 (Pub. L. 90-448)). 42 U.S.C. 4001- 
4128. and 24 CFR 1917.4(a). 

These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re¬ 
quired by section 1910.3 of the program 


regulations, are the minimum that are 
required. They should not be construed 
to mean the community must change any 
existing ordinances that are more string¬ 
ent in their flood plain management re¬ 
quirements. The community may at any 
time enact stricter requirements on its 
own, or pursuant to policies established 
by other Federal, State, or regional en¬ 
tities. These proposed elevations will also 
be used to calculate the appropriate flood 
insurance premium rates for new build¬ 
ings and their contents and for the 
second layer of insurance on existing 
buildings and their contents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 


Source of flooding 

Location 

Elevation 
iu feet, 
national 
geodetic 
vertical 
datum 

New River_ 

Norfolk At Western 

R R (downstream). 

1,739 


U.6. Route 11. 

1,746 

Connellys Run_ 

-do. 

1,755 


Downstream Sundell 
Dr. 

1,778 


Upstream Sundell Dr. 

1,781 


Downstream 2d St 
extended. 

1,797 


Upstream 2d St 
extended. 

1,800 


Park Dr. downstream. 

1,802 


Park Dr. upstream... 

1,804 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 
FR 17804, November 28, 1968). as amended; 
42 U.S.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary's delega¬ 
tion of authority to Federal Insurance Ad¬ 
ministrator 34 FR 2680, February 27. 1969. 
as amended (39 FR 2787. January 24. 1974).) 

Issued: October 21,1977. 

Patricia Roberts Harris, 
Secretary, 

(FR Doc.77-34527 Filed 12-6-77;8 45 am) 


[4210-01 ] 

[ 24 CFR Part 1917 ] 

[Docket No. FI-3708) 

TOWN OF RICH CREEK. GILES COUNTY, 
VA. 

Proposed Flood Elevation Determinations 

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
tration, HUD. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the proposed 
base (100-year) flood elevations listed 
below for selected locations in the Town 
of Rich Creek, Giles County. Va. 

These base (100-year) flood elevations 
are the basis for the flood plain man¬ 
agement measures that the community 
is required to either adopt or show evi¬ 
dence of being already in effect in order 
to qualify or remain qualified for par¬ 
ticipation in the National Flood Insur¬ 
ance Program (NFIP). 

DATES: The period for comment will be 
ninety (90) days following the second 
publication of this proposed rule in a 


newspaper of local publication in the 
above-named community. 

ADDRESSES: Maps and other informa¬ 
tion showing the detailed outlines of the 
flood-prone areas and the proposed base 
(100-year) flood elevations are available 
for review at the Rich Creek Town Hall, 
351 Riverside Avenue, Rich Creek. Va. 
24147. 

Send comments to: Honorable Roy E. 
Kemper. Mayor of Rich Creek, 351 River¬ 
side Avenue, Rich Creek, Va. 24147. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Richard Krimm, Office of Flood 
Insurance. 202-755-5581 or toll-free 
line 800-424-8872, room 5270, 451 Sev¬ 
enth Street SW., Washington. D.C. 
20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determina¬ 
tions of base (100-year) flood elevations 
for the Town of Rich Creek. Giles County, 
Va. in accordance with section 110 of the 
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973 
(Pub. L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which 
added section 1363 to the National Flood 
Insurance Act of 1968 (Title Xm of the 
Housing and Urban Development Act of 
1968 (Pub. L. 90-448)), 42 U.S.C. 4001- 
4128, and 24 CFR 1917.4(a). 

These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re¬ 
quired by section 1910.3 of the program 
regulations, are the minimum that are 
required. They should not be construed 
to mean the community must change any 
existing ordinances that are more strin¬ 
gent in their flood plain management 
requirements. The community may at 
any time enact stricter requirements on 
its own. or pursuant to policies estab¬ 
lished by other Federal, State, or regional 
entities. These proposed elevations will 
also be used to calculate the appropriate 
flood insurance premium rates for new 
buildings and their contents and for the 
second layer of insurance on existing 
buildings and their contents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 




Elevation 



in feet. 

Source of flooding 

Location 

national 

geodetic 

vertical 

datum 

New River__ 

Downstream corpo¬ 
rate limits. 

1,534 



Confluence with Rich 

1,536 


Creek. 

Rich Creek. 

Entire stream within 

1,536 


corporate limits. 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR 
17804. November 28. 1968), as amended (42 
U.S.C. 4001-4128); and Secretary’s delegation 
of authority to Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
trator 34 FR 2680, February 27. 1969, as 
amended (39 FR 2787, January 24. 1974).) 

Issued: October 21. 1977. 

Patricia Roberts Harris, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.77-34528 Filed 12-6-77;8:45 am[ 
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[ 4210-01 ] 

[24 CFR Part 1917] 

(Docket No. FI-3712J 

COUNTY OF KING, WASH. 
Proposed Rood Elevation Determinations 

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
tration. HUD. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the proposed 
base (100-year) flood elevations listed 
below for selected locations in the County 
of King. Wash. 

These base (100-year) flood elevations 
are the basis for the flood plain manage¬ 
ment measures that the community is 
required to either adopt or show evidence 
of being already in effect in order to 
qualify or remain qualified for participa¬ 
tion in the National Flood Insurance Pro¬ 
gram < NFIP). 

DATES: The period for comment will be 
ninety <90) days following the second 
publication of this proposed rule in a 
newspaper of local circulation in the 
above-named community. 

ADDRESSES: Maps and other informa¬ 
tion showing the detailed outlines of the 
flood-prone areas and the proposed base 
(100-year) flood elevations are available 
for review at the King County Court¬ 
house. Building Management, 3rd and 
James. Seattle, Wash. 

Send comments to: Mr. John Stellman, 
County Executive of King County, room 
400. County Courthouse. 3rd and James. 
Seattle. Wash. 98104. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Richard Krimm. Assistant Admin¬ 
istrator. Office of Flood Insurance. 202- 
755-5581 or toll free line 800-424-8872. 
room 5270, 451 Seventh Street SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determina¬ 
tions of base (100-year) flood elevations 
for the County of King. Wash, in ac¬ 
cordance with section 110 of the Flood 
Disaster Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. L. 
93-234), 87 Slat. 980, which added sec¬ 
tion 1363 to the National Flood Insurance 
Act of 1968 (Title XIII of the Housing 
and Urban Development Act of 1968 
(Pub. L. 90-448)). 42 U-S.C. 4001-4128, 
and 24 CFR 1917.4(a). 

These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re¬ 
quired by section 1910.3 of the program 
regulations, are the minimum that are 
required. They should not be construed 
to mean the community must change any 
existing ordinances that are more strin¬ 
gent in their flood plain management re¬ 
quirements. The community may at any 
time enact stricter requirements on its 
own, or pursuant to policies established 
by other Federal. State, or regional en¬ 
tities. These proposed elevations will also 
be used to calculate the appropriate flood 


PROPOSED RULES 


insurance premium rates for new build¬ 
ings and their contents and for the 
second layer of insurance on existing 
buildings and their contents. 

The proposed base <100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 


Elevation 
in feet, 

Source of flooding Location national 

geodetic 

vertical 

datum 


SttOqualmie Rivpr.. 

North Fork Snoqual- 

427 

mie River. 

Confluence of South 

425 



Fork Snoqualmie 

River. 

Chicago, Milwaukee, 

St. Paul A Pacific 

425 


U R. 

M eadow brook A vc. 

423 


Burlington Northern 

420 


RR. 

Washington State 

416 


Highway 522. 

Snoqualmie Falls 

130 

t 

(downstream). 
Washington State 

95 


Highway 203. 

Confluence of Toll. 

73 


River. 

Carnation Rd_ 

60 


Northeast 124th St_ 

49 


Woodinville Duvall 

45 


Rd. 

County boundary. 

43 

Middle Fork. 

Mount SI ltd. 

460 

Suoqualmtp 

Confluence—Snoqualme 

427 

River. 

River 

and Middle Fork 
SonquAimie River. 


South Fork, 

Mount 81 Rd. 

4 HZ 

Soiiqiialmlo 

Southeast Bendego 

440 

River. 

St. 

Burlington Northern 

436 


HR. 

Interstate 90_ 

437 


Washington Stair 

434 


Highway 522. 



Chicago. Milwaukee, 

St. Paul A Pacific 

433 


RR. 


North Fork. 

428ih Ave. SE. 

426 

Suoquoltnie 

confluence with 


River. 

Souoqualtuie River. 


Sammamish River. 

Northeast 45th St. .. 

33 


Confluence of Hear 

33 


(reek. 

Leary Way... 

S3 


Washington Stale 

32 


Highway m. 

Burlington 

Northerner. 

32 


Northeast 1101 h St.. 

27 


Nort heast I24tli St_ 

26 


Northeast t45th St_ 

26 


Woodlnvillc-Puvait 

24 


Rd. 

Burlington Nortlierner. 

24 


Interstate- 405. 

23 


Burlington Northern 

20 


RR. 

Waynita Drive NE_ 

19 


68th Aw. NE. 

15 


Confluence with 

Lake Washington. 
Issaquah-Cooifield 

IS 

Issuqu&h Creek. 

224 


Private road. 

147 


do. 

142 


67th Ave. SE. 

129 


Sycamore Dr. SE. 

125 


Southwest Clark 8t... 

96 


Access Rd. 

90 


East Sunset Way. 

Issaquah Ave. North.. 

88 

North Fork. 

67 

lssaquah C’reek. 

Interstate 90... 

67 

Private Rd. 

64 

North Fork. 

Burlington Northern 

59 

Snoqualnne 

RR. 


River. 

Private road. 

58 


221st Plaoo 8E. 

57 


Private road. 

55 

Tibbetts Creek_ 

Private road (Stream 

182 


mile 2.21). 

Private road (Stream 

176 


mile 2.16). 

Private rouil (Stream 

134 


mile 1.91). 

Private rood (Stream 

m 


mile 1.70). 

Private road (Stream 

02 


mile 1.47). 





Elevation 



In feet, 

Source of flooding 

Location 

national 

geodetic 

vertical 

datum 


Renton Issaquah Rd.. 

76 


Newport Way. 

Northwest Mall St_ 

75 

59 


Interstate 90 _ 

41 


Sammamish Park- 

43 


wa>«SE. 


Bear Creek. 

Northeast 116th St.... 

77 


Private rood. 

67 


Northeast 95th St. 

67 


Confluence of Evans 

51 


Creek, 

Unicn IliU Rd. 

45 


Redmond Fall City 

43 


Rd. 

Confluence with 

33 


Sammamish River. 


F vans Creek 

220th Ave NE_ 

95 


Northeast 45th 8t. 

92 


Northeast 50th St. 

84 


Redmond Fall City 

82 


Rd. 

Private road. 

79 


Redmond Fall City 

67 


Rd 

196th Ave. NE_ 

62 


Union Hill Rd. 

56 


Confluence with Bear 

51 


Creek. 


Cedar River. 

Chicago, Milwaukee. 
St. Paul A Pacific 

472 


R K (river mile 19. 
60). 

C h i capo, M i Iwoukoe, 
St. Paul A Pacific 

376 


R R (river mile 

16.88). 



Chicago. Milwaukee. 

St. Paul A Pacific 

313 


RB (river mile 

14.62;. 



State Highway 189- 

312 


State Highway 18. 

30H 


State Highway 169...- 

285 


Chicago, Milwaukee, 

St. Paul A Pacific 

265 


RR (river mile 

13.38). 



Cedar Grove Road_ 

226 


Southeast 50th St_ 

IHfi 


149th Ave.. . 

99 


Slate Highway 169.... 

76 


Downstream corpor¬ 

68 


ate limits. 


Green River. 

. Whitney Rd. 

187 

• 

Confluence of New au- 

155 


kum C’reok. 


• 

Green Valley Rd. 

83 


Big Soos Creek. 

73 


Burlingtou Northern 

73 


RK. 

L'.S.U.S. Gaging 

61 


Station. 

8th St. NE.. 

63 


East Valley High¬ 

45 


way. 

Burlington Northern 

44 


RR 

781 h Ave. South. 

43 


Chicago, Milwaukee. 
St. Paul A Pacific 

43 


RR. 

Uashiugton Stale 

42 


Highway 167. 

West Valley Highway. 

41 


Washington State 

38 


Highway 510. 

South 212th St_ 

33 


South lbOlh St. 

28 


Straders Blvd. 

25 


Interstate 405. 

24 


West VaUcy Highway. 

Interstate 5. 

42d Ave South_ 

23 

15 


East Marginal Way— 

10 


U.8. Highway 99. 

10 


10th Ave SoulIi- 

8 


1st Ave. South_ 

8 


BurUngton Northern 

8 


HR. 

South Spokane St-— 

8 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968). effective January 28. 1969 (33 FR 
17804, November 28. 1968), as amended (42 
U.S.C. 4001-4128); and Secretary’s delegation 
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of authority to Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
trator 34 FR 2680, February 27, 1969, as 
amended (39 FR 2787, January 24, 1974).) 

Issued: October 21, 1977. 

Patricia Roberts Harris, 
Secretary. 

(FR Doc.77-34529 Filed 12-6-77;8:45 am( 


[4210-01] 

[ 24 CFR Part 1917] 

(Docket No. FI-3709( 

TOWN OF STAR CITY, MONONGALIA 
COUNTY, W. VA. 

Proposed Rood Elevation Determinations 

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
tration, HUD. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the proposed 
base (100-year) flood elevations listed 
below for selected locations in the Town 
of Star City, W. Va. 

These base (100-year) flood elevations 
are the basis for the flood plain manage¬ 
ment measures that the community is 
required to either adopt or show evidence 
of being already in effect in order to 
qualify or remain qualified for participa¬ 
tion in the National Flood Insurance Pro¬ 
gram (NFIP). 

DATES: The period for comment will be 
ninety (90) days following the second 
publication of this proposed rule in a 
newspaper of local circulation in the 
above-named community. 

ADDRESSES: Maps and other informa¬ 
tion showing the detailed outlines of the 
flood-prone areas and the proposed base 
(100-year) flood elevations are available 
for review at Town Hall, 3466 University 
Avenue, Star City, W. Va. 

Send comments to: Mayor Joseph 
Straface. Town Hall. 3466 University 
Avenue, Star City, W. Va. 26505. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Admin¬ 
istrator, Office of Flood Insurance, 
202-755-5581 or toll-free line 800-424- 
8872, room 5270, 451 Seventh Street 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION : 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determina¬ 
tions of base (100-year) flood elevations 
for the Town of Star City, W. Va.. in ac¬ 
cordance with section 110 of the Hood 
Disaster Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. L. 
93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which added sec¬ 
tion 1363 to the National Hood Insur¬ 
ance Act of 1968 (Title Xin of the Hous¬ 
ing and Urban Development Act of 1968 
(Pub. L. 90-448)), 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128. 
and 24 CFR 1917.4(a). 

These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re¬ 
quired by section 1910.3 of the program 
regulations, are the minimum that are 
required. They should not be construed 


to mean the community must change 
any existing ordinances that are more 
stringent in their flood plain manage¬ 
ment requirements. The community may 
at any time enact stricter requirements 
on its ow f n, or pursuant to policies estab¬ 
lished by other Federal, State, or re¬ 
gional entities. These proposed eleva¬ 
tions will also be used to calculate the 
appropriate flood insurance premium 
rates for new buildings and their con¬ 
tents and for the second layer of insur¬ 
ance on existing buildings and their con¬ 
tents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 


Source of flooding 


Elevation 
In feet. 

Location national 

geodetic 
vertical 
datum 


Monongaheia Star City Highway... 811 

liiver 

Pompano Run_Monongaheia JJlvd.*.. 862 

-do.*.^.. 844 

Shopping Center 844 

Culvert.* 

-do.*... 811 


* Upstream. 

* Downstream. 

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIH of Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 196S), effective January 28, 1969 (33 
FR 17804, November 28. 1968). as amended; 
42 U.S.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary’s delega¬ 
tion of authority to Federal Insurance Ad¬ 
ministrator 34 FR 2680, February 27, 1969, as 
amended (39 FR 2787, January 24, 1974).) 

Issued: October 21,1977. 

Patricia Roberts Harris, 
Secretary. 

(FR Doc.77-34530 Filed 12-6-77;8:45 am] 


[4210-01 ] 

[24 CFR Part 1917] 

(Docket No. FI-37101 

CITY OF WESTOVER, MONONGALIA 
COUNTY, W. VA. 

Proposed Flood Elevation Determinations 

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
tration, HUD.. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the proposed 
base (100-year) flood elevations listed 
below for selected locations In the City of 
Westover, Monongalia County, W. Va. 

These base (100-year) flood elevations 
are the basis for the flood plain manage¬ 
ment measures that the community is 
required to either adopt or show evidence 
of being already in effect in order to 
qualify or remain qualified for partici¬ 
pation in the National Hood Insurance 
Program (NFIP). 

DATES: The period for comment will be 
ninety (90) days following the second 
publication of this proposed rule in a 
newspaper of local circulation in the 
above-named community. 


ADDRESSES: Maps and other informa¬ 
tion showing the detailed outlines of the 
flood-prone areas and the proposed base 
(100-year) flood elevations are available 
for review at City Office, Westover, W. Va. 

Send comments to: Mayor Ernie Bar- 
tolo. City Office, Westover, W. Va. 26505. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Admin¬ 
istrator, Office of Hood Insurance, 202- 
755-5581 or toll-free line 800-424-8872, 
room 5270. 451 Seventh Street SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determina¬ 
tions of base (100-year) flood elevations 
for the City of Westover, W. Va., in ac¬ 
cordance with section 110 of the Hood 
Disaster Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. L. 
93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which added section 
1363 to the National Hood Insurance Act 
of 1968 (Title XIII of the Housing and 
Urban Development Act of 1968 (Pub. L. 
90^48>), 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128, and 24 
CFR 1917.4(a). 

These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re¬ 
quired by section 1910.3 of the program 
regulations, are the minimum that are 
required. They should not be construed 
to mean the community must change any 
existing ordinances that are more strin¬ 
gent in their flood plain management re¬ 
quirements. The community may at any 
time enact stricter requirements on its 
own, or pursuant to policies established 
by other Federal, State, or regional en¬ 
tities. These proposed elevations will also 
be used to calculate the appropriate flood 
insurance premium rates for new build¬ 
ings and their contents and for the 
second layer of insurance on existing 
buildings and their contents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 


Elevation 

_ . „ in feet. 

Source of flooding Location national 

geodetic 

vertical 

datum 


Monongaheia U.8. Route 19 813 

River. Highway. 

Confluence of Dents 812 

Run. 

Dents Run.U.S. Route 19 821 

Highway (up¬ 
stream). 

U.8. Route 19 818 

Highway (down¬ 
stream). 

Monongaheia RR_ 812 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968). effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR 
17804, November 28, 1968), as amended (42 
U.S.C. 4001^4128); and Secretary's delegation 
of authority to Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
trator 34 FR 2680, February 27, 1969, as 
amended (39 FR 2787, January 24, 1974).) 

Issued: October 21, 1977. 

Patricia Roberts Harris, 
Secretary. 

(FR Doc.77-34531 Filed 12-6-77;8:45 am| 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 42, NO. 235—WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 7, 1977 















PROPOSED RULES 


61962 

[4210-01] 

[ 24 CFR Part 1917 ] 

{Docket No. FI-3711 \ 

VILLAGE OF DE FOREST. DANE COUNTY, 
WIS. 

Proposed Flood Elevation Determinations 

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
tration, HUD. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the proposed 
base (100-year) flood elevations listed 
below for selected locations in the Village 
of De Forest, Dane County. Wis. 

These base (100-year) flood elevations 
are the basis for the flood plain manage-*, 
ment measures that the community is 
required to either adopt or show evi¬ 
dence of being already in effect in order 
to qualify or remain qualified for par¬ 
ticipation in the Na tional Flood Insur¬ 
ance Program (NFEP). 

DATES: The period for comment will 
be ninety <90> days following the second 
publication of this proposed rule in a 
newspaper of local circulation in the 
above-named community. 

ADDRESSES: Maps and other informa¬ 
tion showing the detailed outlines of the 
flood-prone areas and the proposed base 
(100-year> flood elevations are available 
for review at Village Hall, 112 South 
Stevenson Street, De Forest, Wis. 

Send comments to: Mr. Cliff Bass. 
Village Adminstrator. Village of De 
Forest, Village Hall, 112 South Stevenson 
Street. De Forest, Wis. 53532. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Richard Krimm. Assistant Ad¬ 
ministrator, Office of Flood Insurance. 
202-755-5581 or toll-free line 800-424- 
8872, room 5270, 451 Seventh Street 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determina¬ 
tions of base (100-year) flood elevations 
for the Village of De Forest, Wis., in 
accordance with section 110 of the Flood 
Disaster Protection Act of 1973 <Pub. L. 
93-234 >. 87 Stat. 980. which added sec¬ 
tion 1363 to the National Flood Insur¬ 
ance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of the Hous¬ 
ing and Urban Development Act of 1968 
(Pub. L. 90-448)), 42 UJS.C. 4001-4128, 
and 24 CFR 1917.4(a). 

These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re¬ 
quired by section 1910.3 of the program 
regulations, are the minimum that are 
required. They should not be construed 
to mean the community must change any 
existing ordinances that are more 
stringent in their flood plain manage¬ 
ment requirements. The community 
may at any time enact stricter require¬ 
ments on its own, or pursuant to policies 
established by other Federal, State, or 
regional entities. These proposed eleva¬ 


tions will also be used to calculate the 
appropriate flood insurance premium 
rates for new buildings and their con¬ 
tents and for the second layer of insur¬ 
ance on existing buildings and their con¬ 
tents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 




Elevation 



In feet. 

Source of flooding 

Location 

national 

geodetic 

vertical 

datum 

Yaliara River. 

Chirngo. Milwaukee, 
St. Paul de Pacific 

m 


RK. 

North St. 

934 


Chicago. Milwaukee, 

M2 


St. Paul & Paciflc 



HR. (725 ft up¬ 
stream of Main St. 
crossing). 

932 


Main St. 


South Ed. (upstream). 
South Rd. (down¬ 

931 


926 


stream). 



(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
xm of Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1968), effective January 28. 1969 (33 
FR 17804. November 28, 1968), as amended; 
42 U.S.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary’s delega¬ 
tion of authority to Federal Insurance Ad¬ 
ministrator 34 FR 2680, February 27, 1969, 
as amended (39 FR 2787, January 24. 1974).) 

Issued: October 21,1977. 

Patricia Roberts Harris, 

Secretary. 

{FR Doc.77-34532 Filed 12-6-77;8:45 am I 


[4210-01] 

[24 CFR Part 1917] 

(Docket No. FI-37131 

VILLAGE OF THIENSVILLE, OZAUKEE 
COUNTY, WIS. 

Proposed Rood Elevation Determinations 

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
tration, HUD. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the proposed 
base (100-year) flood elevations listed 
below for selected locations in the Vil¬ 
lage of Thiensville, Wis. 

These base (100-year> flood elevations 
are the basis for the flood plain man¬ 
agement measures that the community 
is required to either adopt or show evi¬ 
dence of being already in effect in order 
to qualify or remain qualified for par¬ 
ticipation in the National Flood Insur¬ 
ance Program (NFTP). 

DATES: The period for comment will be 
ninety (90) days following the second 
publication of this proposed rule in a 
newspaper of local circulation in the 
above-named community.^ 

ADDRESSES: Maps and other informa¬ 
tion showing the detailed outlines of the 
flood-prone areas and the proposed base 
(100-year) flood elevations are available 
for review at Village Hall, 250 Elm 
Street. Thiensville, Wis. 53092. 


Send comments to: Mr. Quinten 
Laabs, Village Administrator.' Village of 
Thiensville. Wis.. Village Hall. 250 Elm 
Street. Thiensville. Wis. 53092. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Richard Krimm. Assistant Admin¬ 
istrator, Office of Flood Insurance. 
202-755-5581 or toll free line 800-424- 
8872, Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determina¬ 
tions of base (100-year) flood elevations 
for the Village of Thiensville, Wis.. in 
accordance with section 110 of the Flood 
Disaster Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. L. 
93-234), 87 Stat. 980. which added sec¬ 
tion 1363 to the National Flood Insur¬ 
ance Act of 1968 (Title XHI of the Hous¬ 
ing and Urban Development Act of 1968 
(Pub. L. 90-448)). 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128 
and 24 CFR 1917.4(a). 

These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re¬ 
quired by section 1910.3 of the program 
regulations, are the minimum that are 
required. They should not be construed 
to mean the community must change 
any existing ordinances that are more 
stringent in their flood plain manage¬ 
ment requirements. The community may 
at any time enact stricter requirements 
on its own. or pursuant to policies estab¬ 
lished by other Federal. State, or re¬ 
gional entities. These proposed elevations 
will also be used to calculate the appro¬ 
priate flood insurance premium rates for 
new buildings and their contents and for 
the second layer of insurance on existing 
buildings and their contents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 


Elevation 

Sourer of Hooding Location national 

geodetic 

vertical 

datum 


Milwaukee River... Eastern-most cor- 663 

porate limits. 

Thiensville Dara: 

(Upstream). 662 

(Downstream). 660 

Southern-most cor- 
_ porate limits. 

Pigeon Creek.Williamsburg Dr. 665 

Chicago, Milwaukee, 

St. Paul and 
Pacific KH.: 

(Upstream)_.... 665 

(Downstream)_ 663 

Main St. 662 

Urren Bay Rd: 

(Upstream). 660 

(Downstream)_ 650 


(Na tional Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR 
17804, November 28, 1968), as amended: 42 
US.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary’s delegation 
of authority to Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
trator, 34 FR 2680, February 27. 1969, as 
amended (39 FR 2787, January 24, 1974).) 

Issued: October 21,1977. 

Patricia Roberts Harris, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.77-34533 Filed 12-6-77;8:45 am] 
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[4210-01] 

[ 24 CFR Part 1917 ] 

| Docket No. FI-37141 

VERNON COUNTY, WIS. 

Proposed Flood Elevation Determinations 

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
tration, HUD. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the proposed 
base (100-year) flood elevations listed 
below for selected locations in Vernon 
County, Wis. 

These base (100-year) flood elevations 
are the basis for the flood plain manage¬ 
ment measures that the community is 
* required to either adopt or show evidence 
j of being already in effect in order to 
qualify or remain qualified for partici¬ 
pation in the National Flood Insurance 
Program (NFIP). 

DATES: The period for comment will 
be ninety (90) days following the second 
publication of this proposed rule in a 
newspaper of local circulation in the 
above-named community. 

ADDRESSES: Maps and other informa¬ 
tion showing the detailed outlines of the 
flood-prone areas and the proposed base 
(100-year) flood elevations are available 
for review at Vernon County Court¬ 
house. Virginia, Wis. 

Send comments to: Mr. Chester Er- 
ludson, County Board Chairman, Vernon 
County. Vernon County Courthouse, Vir¬ 
ginia, Wis. 54665. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Admin¬ 
istrator, Office of Flood Insurance. 
202-755-5581 or toll free line 800-424- 
8872, Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street 
SW., Washington. D.C. 20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determina¬ 
tions of base (100-year) flood elevations 
for Vernon County, Wis., in accordance 
with section 110 of the Flood Disaster 
Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. L. 93-234). 
87 Stat. 980, which added section 1363 
to the National Flood Insurance Act of 
1968 (Title XIH of the Housing and Ur¬ 
ban Development Act of 1968 (Pub. L. 
90-448)), 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128, and 24 
CFR 1917.4(a). 

These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re¬ 
quired by section 1910.3 of the program 
regulations, are the minimum that are 
required. They should not be construed 
to mean the community must change 
any existing ordinances that are more 
stringent in their flood plain manage¬ 
ment requirements. The community may 
at any time enact stricter requirements 
on its own, or pursuant to policies estab¬ 
lished by other Federal, State, or re¬ 
gional entities. These proposed eleva¬ 


tions will also be used to calculate the 
appropriate flood insurance premium 
rates for new buildings and their con¬ 
tents and for the second layer of insur¬ 
ance of existing buildings and their con¬ 
tents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood el¬ 
evations for selected locations are: 


Source of flooding 

Location 

Elevation 
in feet, 
national 
geodetic 
vertical 
datum • 

We3t Fork Kick- 

Town Rd.: 


apoo River. 

(Upstream). 

864 

(Downstream). 

860 


Salem Ridge Rd. 

873 


County Trunk High¬ 
way “S". 

918 


Town Rd. 

932 


County Trunk High¬ 
way M P M . 

951 

Coon Creek. 

County Trunk High- 
way *‘P”. 

752 

Tributary to Coon 

County Trunk High¬ 


Crook. 

way “P": 



(Upstream). 

747 


(Downstream). 

745 

Had Axe River_ 

Burlington Northen.. 
State Trunk High¬ 
way 35. 

635 


635 


Wilienberg Rd. 

Town Rd._*_ 

636 


641 

North Fork Bad 

State Trunk High¬ 

661 

Axe River. 

way 56. 

North Ridge Rd.: 



(Upstream)_.. 

668 


(Downstream). 

665 


County Trunk High¬ 
way "O". 

732 

South Fork Bad 

Kuehn Kd.. 

651 

a v River. 




Locklngton ltd. 

Town Kd.: 

660 


(Upstream). 

672 


(Downstream). 

South Creek ltd.: 

669 


(Upstream). 

684 


(Downstream)_ 

Town road: 

682 


(Upstream).. 

689 


(Downstream). 

687 


County Trunk High¬ 
way "N". 

699 

Kickapoo River at 

State Trunk Highway 

760 

Readstown. 

131. 


West Fork Kickapoo Town road. 

750 

River at Keads- 
town. 

West Branch Bara- 

Town road_ 

967 

boo River. 

Bear Creek. 

State Trunk Highway 
131. 

County Trunk High¬ 

795 

North Bear Creek.. 

826 

*- 

way "D". 


Otter Creek.. 

State Trunk Highway 
82 (Just west of La 
Fargo). 

803 


Farm Rd.. 

824 


State Trunk Highway 
82 (near Greene 
Hollow), 

838 


State Trunk Highway 

863 


82 (alHJUt 0.4 mile 


east of intersection 
with County Trunk 
Highway "D"). 


Tributary to Weis- 
ler Creek. 

Town Rd. . 

923 


County Trunk High¬ 
way "P*\ 

962 

Warner Creek. 

County Trunk High¬ 
way "P": 



(Upstream). 

8S4 


(Downstream). 

Valley Ave.: 

879 


(Upstream). 

891 


(Downstream). 

Union Ave.: 

889 


(Upsl roam). 

902 


(Downstream). 

too 

• 

Farm Bridge.:_ 

Warner Ave.: 

913 


(Upstream). 

922 

Webster Creek.. 

(Downstream). 

019 

Town road. 

920 

Tributary at Do 

Private Dr. 

714 

Soto. 

9tato Trunk High¬ 
way 82. 

734 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XTII of Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 
FR 17804, November 28. 1968), as amended; 
42 U.S.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary’s delega¬ 
tion of authority to Federal Insurance Ad¬ 
ministrator. 34 FR 2680. February 27, 1969, 
as amended (39 FR 2787. January 24, 1974).) 

Issued: October 21,1977. 

Patricia Roberts Harris, 

Secretary . 

[FR Doc.77-34534 Filed 12-6-77;8:45 am) 


[4210-01] 

[24 CFR Part 1917] 

[Docket No. FI-3715] 

FREMONT COUNTY, WYO. 
Proposed Flood Elevation Determinations 

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
tration, HUD. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the proposed 
base (100-year) flood elevations listed 
below for selected locations in Fremont 
County. Wyo. 

These base (100-year) flood elevations 
are the basis for the flood plain manage¬ 
ment measures that the community is 
required to either adopt or show evi¬ 
dence of being already in effect in order 
to qualify or remain qualified for par¬ 
ticipation in th e Na tional Flood Insur¬ 
ance Program (NFIP). 

DATES: The period for comment will 
be ninety (90) days following the second 
publication of this proposed rule in a 
newspaper of local circulation in the 
above-named community. 

ADDRESSES: Maps and other informa¬ 
tion showing the detailed outlines of the 
flood-prone areas and the proposed base 
(100-year) flood elevations are available 
for review at Fremont County Court¬ 
house, Lander, Wyo. 

Send comments to: Mr. Lowell Lund, 
Chairman. Board of County Commis¬ 
sioners, Fremont County, Box CC, Lan¬ 
der, Wyo. 82520. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Admin¬ 
istrator, Office of Flood Insurance, 202- 
755-5581 or toll free line 800-424-8872, 
Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street SW., 
Washington. D.C. 20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determina¬ 
tions of base (100-year) flood elevations 
for Fremont County, Wyo., in accordance 
with section 110 of the Flood Disaster 
Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. L. 93-234), 
87 Stat. 980, which added section 1363 to 
the National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 
(Title XIII of the Housing and Urban 
Development Act of 1968 (Pub. L. 90- 
448)), 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128, and 24 CFR 
1917.4(a). 
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These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re¬ 
quired by section 1910.3 of the program 
regulations, are the minimum that are 
required. They should not be construed 
to mean the community must change 
any existing ordinances that are more 
stringent in their flood plain manage¬ 
ment requirements. The community may 
at any time enact stricter requirements 
on its own. or pursuant to policies estab¬ 
lished by other Federal, State, or re¬ 
gional entities. These proposed eleva¬ 
tions will also be used to calculate the 
appropriate flood insurance premium 
rates for new buildings and their con¬ 
tents and for the second layer of insur¬ 
ance on existing buildings and their 
contents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 


Source of flooding 

Location 

Elevation, 
in feet, 
national 
geodetic 
vertical 
datum 

Mule Popo Agie 

Highway 789 Bridge. . 

5,084 

River. 

Big Popo Agie 

City of Lander: 
(Downstream cor¬ 


5,303 


porate limits), 
(upstream corpo¬ 

5,429 


rate limits). 
Mortimer Lone 

5,472 

Baldwin Creek — 

Bridge. 

. 2d St. road: 


(Downstream)_ 

5,296 


(Upstream).... 

5,299 


Culvert under U.B. 

5.H46 

Squaw Creek_ 

Highway 287. 

. City of Lander (up¬ 

5.329 

stream corjwrale 
limits). 

r.8. Highway 287 

.5,346 


Culvert. 

Baldwin Creek ltd.... 

5,361 


County road. 

5,402 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR 
17804, November 28, 1968), as amended; 42 
U.S.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary's delega¬ 
tion of authority to Federal Insurance Ad¬ 
ministrator, 34 FR 2680, February 27. 1969. 
as amended (39 FR 2787. January 24. 1974).) 

Issued: October 21,1977. 

Patricia Roberts Harris, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.77-34535 Filed 12-6-77;8 43 ami 
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[ 4210-01 ] 

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

Office of Assistant Secretary for Housing— 
Federal Housing Commissioner 

[24CFR Part 280] 

| Docket No. R-77-4901 

MOBILE HOME CONSTRUCTION AND 
SAFETY STANDARDS WELDING PRO¬ 
CEDURES 

Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 

AGENCY: Department of Housing and 
Urban Development. 

ACTION: Advance Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking. 

SUMMARY: This Notice proposes a rule 
clarifying that the weld-slag removal 
requirements set by American Institute 
of Steel Construction do apply to the 
welding of Mobile Home frames. The rule 
is needed because manufacturers have 
apparently not been removing the weld- 
slag because of a misunderstanding that 
the Institute's standards do not apply. 

COMMENT DATE: Comments must be 
received on or before January 5, 1978. 

ADDRESSES: Comments shall be mailed 
to or delivered to: Rules Docket Clerk, 
Office of General Counsel, Room 5218, 
Department of Housing and Urban De¬ 
velopment, 451 Seventh Street SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20410. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Richard A. Mendlen. Chief, Standards 
Branch. Mobile Home Standards Divi¬ 
sion. Department of Housing and 
Urban Development. 451 Seventh 
Street SW., Room 4224, Washington. 
D.C.20410, 202-472-4710. 

S U PPLEMENTARY INFORMATION : 
This Notice is being issued to inform the 
mobile home industry that the weld-slag 
removal requirements of § 1.24.1 of the 
American Institute of Steel Construction 
•AISC) Manual of Steel Construction, 
incorporated in the Federal mobile home 
construction and safety standards at 24 
CFR 280.304(b), apply, according to the 
terms of § 1.24.1, to welding of mobile 
home frames. This Notice also requests 
comment on the question of whether the 
weld-slag removal requirements of 
§ 1-24.1 should apply to mobile home 
frames. 

The need for this action arises because 
mobile home manufacturers have appar¬ 
ently not been removing the weld-slag 


before painting, as required by § 1.24.1. 
It appears that the Mobile Home indus¬ 
try has not understood that the AISC 
standard is mandatory under the Fed¬ 
eral standard, whereas it was merely ref¬ 
erenced in the ANSI A119.1 mobile 
home standard, which was in effect in 
many states before the Federal standard. 
Further, when the Department first indi¬ 
cated that the weld-lag removal require¬ 
ments would be enforced, the question 
was raised as to whether the weld-slag 
removal requirement should apply to mo¬ 
bile home chassis. Therefore, the Depart¬ 
ment is requesting comment on that 
issue at the same time that it is giving 
notice that the present requirement is 
being enforced. 

Section 1.24.1 of the AISC standard, 
made applicable to mobile home frames 
by 24 CFR 280.304(b), requires that all 
steelwork be given a coat of shop paint 
unless specifically exempted. The section 
also requires that the steelwork be 
cleaned of welding slag, flux deposits, 
loose millscale, loose rust and other for¬ 
eign matter bSTore it is painted. 

The weld slag removal requirement 
serves two purposes. First, it assures that 
paint is not applied over the slag, which 
may flake off during transportation or 
at some other time which could result in 
a bare spot on the frame that would not 
be protected from corrosion. Second, it 
allows proper inspection of the weld 
since such an inspection cannot be done 
without removal of the slag. 

Some representatives of the mobile 
home industry have argued that this re¬ 
quirement is not necessary because there 
is no indication of frame failure that 
would have been avoided had this re¬ 
quirement been met. They have argued 
further that this requirement results in 
an unnecessary cost of at least $20 per 
transportable section of a mobile home. 
On the other hand, leading welding ex¬ 
perts surveyed by the Department have 
indicated that the w r eld slag removal re¬ 
quirement is appropriate to protect 
chassis welds against corrosion as re¬ 
quired by § 280.307(a) of the standard. 

The Department requests comment on 
this issue, and specifically on the follow - 
ing questions: 

1. Is there any history of frame failure 
related to corrosion or to faulty w r elding? 

2. What is the cost of requiring weld 
slag removal? 

3. If this requirement is to be changed, 
what should replace it with regard to 
factory inspection procedures and cor¬ 
rosion protection for the chassis welds? 

4. Would it be appropriate to require 
random removal of slag and inspection 


of the weld at critical locations along the 
frame rather than requiring removal of 
slag at all* welds? 

5. Given quality control inspection 
procedures currently being followed in 
the construction of mobile home frames, 
if weld slag is removed, are the inspectors 
qualified to determine whether faulty 
welds w*ere made? 

6. Should specific training require¬ 
ments be established for welders and 
quality control inspectors who are re¬ 
sponsible for judging the adequacy of 
frame welds? 

The Department considers the lan¬ 
guage of 24 CFR 280.3041 b> and of 
§ 1.24.1 of the AISC standard to be clear 
in requiring that weld slag be removed. 
Although the Department realizes that 
meeting the requirement has been the 
exception rather than the rule, it has 
not elected to date to initiate adminis¬ 
trative proceedings pursuant to 24 CFR 
3282.407 with respect to mobile homes 
manufactured without having weld¬ 
ing slag or foreign matter removed 
prior to painting of the chassis. 
However, manufacturers who. after they 
have received this Notice, continue to 
produce mobile homes without removal 
of welding slag or other foreign matter 
will not be able to certify those homes as 
being constructed in conformance with 
the standard. 

A Finding of Inapplicability of Section 
102(2) of the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969 has been made in ac¬ 
cordance with HUD Handbook 1390.1. It 
is available for public inspection in the 
Office of the Rules Docket Clerk, Room 
5218. Department of Housing and Urban 
Development. 451 Seventh Street SW.. 
Washington. D.C. 20410, during normal 
business hours. 

Note.— It is hereby certified that the Eco¬ 
nomic and Inflationary Impacts of this Ad¬ 
vance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking have 
been carefully evaluated in accordance with 
Executive Order No. 11821. 

(Secs. 604. and 625, National Mobile Home 
Construction and Safety Standards Act of 
1974. (42 U.S.C. 5403 and 5424), and sec 7(d). 
Department of Housing and Urban Develop¬ 
ment Act, (42 U.S.C. 3535(d)).) 

Issued at Washington, D.C., November 
22. 1977. 

Geno C. Baroni, 
Assistant Secretary for Neigh¬ 
borhoods, Voluntary Associa¬ 
tions and Consujner Protec¬ 
tion. 

Lawrence B. Simons, 
Assistant Secretary for Houstiig, 
Federal Housing Commissioner. 

[FR Doc.77-34956 Piled 12-6-77.8:45 am] 
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NOTICES 


[6560-01] 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[OPP-30000/24; FRL 822-3) 

PESTICIDE PROGRAMS 

Rebuttable Presumption Against Registra¬ 
tion and Continued Registration of Pesti¬ 
cide Products Containing Thiophanate- 
Methyl 

AGENCY: Office of Pesticide Programs, 
Environmental Protection Agency 
< EPA >. 

ACTION: Notice of rebuttable presump¬ 
tion. 

SUMMARY: Thiophanate-methyl has 
been found to exceed certain risk criteria 
set forth in 40 CFR 162.11. This notice 
requests registrants and other interested 
persons to submit rebuttals and other 
information on the presumption and to 
submit any other data on the risks and 
benefits of this pesticide chemical. This 
notice is the first of several which will 
give public notification of the Agency’s 
progress in reviewing this chemical. 

DATES: Rebuttal evidence and other in¬ 
formation must be recieved on or before 
January 24, 1978. 

ADDRESS MATERIAL TO: Federal 
Register Section, Technical Services Di¬ 
vision (WH-569), Office of Pesticide 
Programs, EPA. room 401, East Tower, 
401 M Street SW., Washington, D.C. 
20460. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Esther Saito, Office of Special Pesticide 
Reviews, Office of Pesticide Programs 
< WH-566). room 447, East Tower, EPA 
202-755-8050. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Deputy Assistant Administrator, Of¬ 
fice of Pesticide Programs, EPA, has de¬ 
termined that a rebuttable presumption 
exists against registration and continued 
registration of all pesticide products con- 
taming thiophanate-methyl . 1 * 1 2 3 4 5 6 

I. Regulatory Provisions 

A. General. Title 40, Part 162.11, of the 
Code of Federal Regulations for the Fed¬ 
eral Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenti- 
cide Act (FIFRA) as amended 186 Stat. 
973, 89 Stat. 751, 7 U.S.C. 136 et seq.). 
provides that a rebuttable presumption 
against registration shall arise if the 
Agency determines that a pesticide meets 
or exceeds any of the risk criteria relat¬ 
ing to acute and chronic toxic effects set 
forth in § 162.11(a) (3). If it is deter¬ 
mined that such a rebuttable presump¬ 
tion has arisen, the regulations require 
that the registrant be notified by certified 


1 A position of document, containing an 
appendix of references, background informa¬ 
tion, and other material pertinent to the 
issuance of this notice, has been prepared 
by the Agency Working Group on thiophan¬ 
ate-methyl and is also published with this 
notice. 


mail and afforded an opportunity to sub¬ 
mit evidence in rebuttal of the presump¬ 
tion. In addition, the Agency has deter¬ 
mined that the public should also be 
given notice of the bases for the pre¬ 
sumption to provide an opportunity for 
comment and to solicit additional infor¬ 
mation relevant to the presumption. 

A notice of rebuttable presumption 
against registration is issued when the 
evidence related to risk meets the cri¬ 
teria set forth in § 162.11(a) (3). It is 
emphasized that a notice of rebuttable 
presumption against registration and 
continued registration of a pesticide is 
not a notice of intent to cancel the regis¬ 
tration of a pesticide, and may or may 
not lead to cancellation. The notice of in¬ 
tent to cancel is issued only if, after care¬ 
ful consideration of both the risks and 
benefits, it is determined that the pesti¬ 
cide may generally cause unreasonable 
adverse effects to the environment. 

Accordingly, all registrants and appli¬ 
cants for registration are invited pursu¬ 
ant to 40 CFR 162.11(a)(4) to submit 
evidence in rebuttal of the presumptions 
listed in Part II of this notice. Regis¬ 
trants and other interested parties may 
also submit for consideration data on 
benefits which they believe would justify 
registration or continued registration. In 
addition, any registrant may petition the 
Agency to voluntarily cancel a current 
registration pursuant to Section 6(a)(1) 
of FIFRA. 

B. Rebuttal Criteria. Section 162.11 
(a)(4) provides that a registrant may re¬ 
but the presumption by sustaining the 
burden of proving: 

(1) In the case of a pesticide presumed 
against pursuant to the acute toxicity or 
lack of emergency treatment criteria, 
“that when considered with the formula¬ 
tion, packaging, method of use, and pro¬ 
posed restrictions on and directions for 
use and widespread and commonly recog¬ 
nized practices of use, the anticipated 
exposure to an applicator or user and to 
local, regional, or national populations 
of nontarget organisms is not likely to 
result in any significant acute adverse 
effects” (40 CFR 162.11(a) (4) (i)) ; 

(2) In the case of a pesticide presumed 
against pursuant to the chronic toxicity 
criteria, “that when considered w T ith pro¬ 
posed restrictions on use and widespread 
and commonly recognized practices of 
use. the pesticide will not concentrate, 
persist or accrue to levels in man or the 
environment likely to result in any sig¬ 
nificant chronic adverse effects” (40 CFR 
162.11(a) (4) (ii)); or 

(3) In either case, that “the determi¬ 
nation by the Agency that the pesticide 
meets or exceeds any of the criteria for 
risk was in error” (40 CFR 162.11(a) (4) 
(iii)). 

C. Benefits Information. In addition to 
submitting evidence to rebut the pre¬ 
sumption of risk. Section 162.11(a)(5) 
(iii) provides that a registrant “may sub¬ 
mit evidence as to whether the economic, 
social and environmental benefits of the 
use of the pesticide subject to the pre¬ 
sumption outweigh the risk of use.” If 


the risk presumptions are not rebutted, 
the benefit evidence submitted by the 
registrant,* applicants, and other inter¬ 
ested persons will be considered by the 
Administrator in determining the appro¬ 
priate regulatory action. Specifically. 
§ 162.11(a) (5) (iii) provides that if the 
“benefits appear to outweigh the risks." 
the Administrator may issue a notice of 
intent to hold a hearing pursuant to Sec¬ 
tion 6(b)(2) of FIFRA rather than a no¬ 
tice of intent to cancel or deny registra¬ 
tion pursuant to Section 3(c)(6) of 
FIFRA. Alternatively, if the “benefits do 
not appear to outweigh the risks, the 
Administrator shall issue a notice pur¬ 
suant to Section 3(0 ( 6 ) or Section 6 (b) 
( 1 ) of the Act, as appropriate.” More¬ 
over, if at any time the Administrator 
determines that a pesticide poses an “im¬ 
minent hazard” to humans or the en¬ 
vironment, a notice of suspension may 
be issued pursuant to Section 6 (c) of the 
Act. 

Stated below are the Section 162.11 
(a)(3) risk criteria which the Agency 
has found to have been met or exceeded 
by registrations and applications for 
registration of pesticide products con¬ 
taining thiophanate-methyl. The 
Agency’s basis for concluding that these 
risk criteria have been met or exceeded 
is set out in “Thiophanate-methyl: Posi¬ 
tion Document 1,” which follows. Copies 
of attachments to the Position Docu¬ 
ment wdiich are not published with this 
notice are available for public inspec¬ 
tion in the Office of Special Pesticide Re¬ 
views. Information protected from dis¬ 
closure pursuant to FIFRA Section 10 
cannot be provided. Specific inquiries 
concerning the Position Document, as 
well as requests for access to these files, 
should be directed to Project Manager 
Mrs. Esther Saito, Office of Special Pesti¬ 
cide Reviews (WH-566), EPA, Room 447, 
East Tower, 401 M St. SW., Washington, 
D.C. 20460, 202-755-8050. 


* Registrants or other interested persons 
who desire to submit benefit Information 
should consider submitting information on 
the following subjects, along with any other 
relevant information they desire to submit : 

1. Identification of the major uses of the 
pesticide, including estimated quantities 
used by crop or other application. 

2. Identification of the minor uses of the 
pesticide. Including estimated quantities 
used by category such as lawn and garden 
uses and household uses. 

3. Identification of registered alternative 
products for the uses set forth in (1) and 
(2) above, including an esttmate of their 
availability. 

4. Determination of the change in casts to 
the user of providing equivalent pesticide 
treatment with any available substitute 
products. 

5. Assessment of regulation impact upon 
user productivity (e.g.. yield per acre and/or 
total output) from using available substitute 
pesticides or from using no other pesticides. 

6. If the Impacts upon either user costs or 
productivity are significant, a qualitative as¬ 
sessment of the regulation's impact on pro¬ 
duction of major agricultural commodities 
and retail food prices of such commodities. 
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II. Presumptions 

A Mutagenicity. 40 CFR 162.11(a)(3) 
(UXA) provides that a rebuttable pre¬ 
sumption shall arise if a pesticide 
• • (induces oncogenic effects, as 
determined by multitest evidence.” 

On the basis of scientific studies and 
information summarized in the Position 
Document, the Agency has concluded 
that this risk index has been exceeded 
by all registrations and applications for 
registration of pesticide products con¬ 
taining thiophanate-methyl. and that a 
rebuttable presumption against new or 
continued registration of such products 
has therefore arisen. 

B. Population Reductions in Non-tar- 
get Organisms. 40 CFR 162.11(a) (3) (ii> 
provides that a rebuttable presump¬ 
tion shall arise if a pesticide "<c>an 
reasonably be anticipated to result in 
significant local, regional, or national 
population reductions in nontarget 
organisms • • •” 

On the basis of scientific studies and 
information summarized in the Position 
Document, the Agency has concluded 
that the risk index for population reduc¬ 
tions in nontarget organisms has been 
exceeded by registrations and applica¬ 
tions for registration of pesticide prod¬ 
ucts containing thiophanate-methyl 
which are for outdoor use, and that a 
rebuttable presumption against new or 
continued registration of such products 
has therefore arisen. 

III. Grounds for Pesticide Review in 

Addition to Rebuttable Presumption 

Criteria 

As discussed in more detail in the at¬ 
tached Position Document, methyl 2- 
benzimidazole carbamate <MBC> has 
the potential of reacting with nitrites to 
form N-nitroso compounds. Some N- 
nitroso compounds are known to possess 
oncogenic properties. The data and anal¬ 
yses available at this time with respect 
to the potential formation of oncogenic 
compounds are not sufficient to warrant 
the issuance of a rebuttable presump¬ 
tion. The Agency specifically solicits 
further evidence bearing on the likeli¬ 
hood and significance of such reaction. 
Thiophanate-methyl is fetotoxic at high 
levels and requires additional terato¬ 
genic test. The Agency specifically solic¬ 
its further data on human exposure. All 
comments and information received with 
respect to these potential reactions, in¬ 
cluding analysis thereof, may serve as a 
basis for a final decision as to the regis¬ 
trability of thiophanate-methyl pesti¬ 
cides (40 CFR 162.11(a)(6)). 

IV. Registrations and Products Subject 

to the Notice 

All registrants and applicants for 
registration listed below are being noti¬ 
fied by certified mail of the rebuttable 
presumption existing against registra¬ 
tion and continued registration of their 
products. 

The registrants and applicants for 
registration shall have until January 24. 
1978. to submit evidence in rebuttal of 


the presumption. However, the Adminis¬ 
trator may. for good cause shown, grant 
an additional 60 days during which such 
evidence may be submitted. Notice of 
such an extension, if granted, will appear 
in the Federal Register. 

A registrant or applicant for registra¬ 
tion may. if it desires, assert a business 
confidentiality claim covering part or all 
of the information submitted in rebut¬ 
tal. The registrant or applicant may as¬ 
sert the claim by placing on or attaching 
to the information a cover sheet, stamped 
or typed legend, or other suitable form 
of notice employing language such as 
as “trade secret,” “proprietary," or “com¬ 
pany confidential.” Allegedly confiden¬ 
tial portions of otherwise nonconflden- 
tial documents should be clearly marked. 

If a confidentiality claim is asserted, 
the information covered by the claim will 
be disclosed by EPA only to the extent 
and by means of the procedures set forth 
in 40 CFR 2, Subpart B (41 FR 36906. 
September 1, 1976). If no confidentiality 
claim accompanies the information at 
the time it is received by EPA, EPA will 
place the information in the public com¬ 
ment file where it will be available for 
public inspection. 

If a registrant or applicant does assert 
a confidentiality claim for some, but not 
all. of the information submitted to EPA 
in rebuttal, the registrant or applicant 
should furnish two copies of the informa¬ 
tion to EPA. The first copy should con¬ 
tain all of the information submitted in 
rebuttal with information claimed as 
confidential clearly identified. The second 
copy should be identical to the first ex¬ 
cept that all information claimed as con¬ 
fidential should be deleted. The second 
copy will be placed in the public com¬ 
ment file. The first copy will be treated 
in accordance with the procedures set 
out above. 

V. Duty to Submit Information 
on Adverse Effects 

Registrants are required by law to 
submit to EPA any additional informa¬ 
tion regarding any adverse effects on 
man or the environment which comes to 
a registrant's attention at any time, pur¬ 
suant to Section 6»a) (2) of FIFRA and 
40 CFR 162.8(d). If any registrant of 
Thiophanate-methyl products has any 
published or unpublished information, 
studies, reports, analyses, or reanalyses 
regarding any adverse effects in animal 
species or humans, residues, and claimed 
or verified accidents to humans, do¬ 
mestic animals, or wildlife, which have 
7iot been previously submitted to EPA, 
the material must be submitted immedi¬ 
ately. When responding to tjjis notice, 
each registrant shall submit a written 
certification to the Agency that all in¬ 
formation regarding any adverse effects 
know’n to the registrant has been sub¬ 
mitted. In addition, the registrants 
should notify EPA of any studies cur¬ 
rently in progress, including the purpose 
of the study, the protocol, the approxi¬ 
mate completion date, and a summary 
of all results observed to date. 


VI. Public Comments 

During the time allowed for submis¬ 
sion of rebuttal evidence, specific com¬ 
ments on the presumptions set forth in 
this notice and on the material contained 
in the Position Document are solicited 
from the public. In particular, any 
documented episodes of adverse effects 
to humans, domestic animals, or wild¬ 
life, and information as to any laboratory 
studies in progress or completed, are 
requested to be submitted to EPA as 
soon as possible. Specifically, information 
on the fate and effects of Thiophanate- 
methyl. its impurities, metabolites, and 
degradation products on flora and fauna, 
particularly animals with metabolism 
similar to that in humans, is solicited. 
Similarly, any studies or comments on 
the benefits from the use of Thi¬ 
ophanate-methyl are requested to be sub¬ 
mitted. All comments and information 
received, as w'ell as any other relevant 
information and analysis thereof, which 
come to the attention of the Agency 
may serve as a basis for final determina¬ 
tion pursuant to § 162.11(a) (5>. 

All comments and information should 
be sent to: 

Federal Register Section. Technical Services 

Division (WH-569), room 401 East Tower, 

401 M Street SW.. Washington. D.C. 20460. 

Three copies of the comments or infor¬ 
mation should be submitted to facilitate 
the work of the Agency and others in¬ 
terested in inspecting them. The com¬ 
ments and information should bear the 
identifying notation “OPP-30000/24.” 
Comments and information received 
within the specified time limit shall be 
considered before it is determined 
whether a notice shall be issued in ac¬ 
cordance with 40 CFR 162.11(a) (5) (U). 

Comments received after the specified 
time period will be considered only to 
the extent feasible, consistent with the 
time limits imposed by 40 CFR 162.11 
(a) (5) (ii). All written comments and in¬ 
formation filed pursuant to this notice 
will be available for public inspection in 
the office of the Federal Register Section 
from 8:30 a.m. to 4 p.m. during normal 
working days. 

Interested persons are encouraged to 
take advantage of the opportunity to 
inspect Agency files during normal work¬ 
ing hours since 1) all of the information 
received may serve as a basis for final 
determination pursuant to 162.11(a)(5) 
and 2) the Agency will not generally 
publish a summary of information re¬ 
ceived in the Federal Register at the 
close of the rebuttal period. 

Your cooperation is solicited in iden¬ 
tifying any errors or emissions which 
may have been made in the following 
computer listings. Corrections to the list¬ 
ings may not necessarily be published in 
the Federal Register, but rather han¬ 
dled by mail with affected parties. Omis¬ 
sions will be corrected by notice in the 
Federal Register. 

Dated: November 23.1977. 

Edwin L. Johnson, 

Deputy Assistant Administrator 
for Pesticide Programs. 
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Thiophanate-methyls Position 
Document 1 

THIOPHAN ATE-METHYL WORKING GROUP’, 

Esther Saito, Project Manager, Of¬ 
fice of Special Pesticide Reviews, 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agen¬ 
cy 

I. Background 


The structural formula is: 
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A. Chemistry.— 1. General Chemistry. 
Thlophanate-methyl Is the common name 
for the chemical 1 . 2 -a-( 3 -methoxycarbonyl- 
2-thioureido) benzene. The accepted chem¬ 
ical name used on pesticide labels Is di¬ 
methyl | (1,2-phenylene) bis(iminocarbono- 
thioyl)! bis(carbamate 1; it is sold under the 
the names Topsln M B , Cercobln M K and Thlo- 
phanate M. Thlophanate-methyl has the 
molecular formula and a molec¬ 

ular weight of 342. 


Thlophanate-methyl. a colorless crystal¬ 
line solid melts at 168 C with decomposition. 
Thlophanate-methyl is slightly soluble in n- 
hexane, hardly soluble in water and spar¬ 
ingly soluble in most organic solvents. The 
compound is stable In acidic solutions, has 
a slight but measureable formation of 
mfethyl 2-benzimidazole carbamate (MBC) at 
pH7, and is unstable in alkaline solution. 

Thiophanate-methyl and benomyl both 
metabolize to MBC (1.2). 


4581-280). In July and August 1973, three 
companies registered products containing 50 
to 70 percent thlophanate-methyl and for¬ 
mulated as wettable powders for use on turf. 
A wettable powder containing 1.15 percent 
thiophanate-methyl was registered for use 
on turf In February 1974. A product which 
contains 25 percent thlophanate methyl and 
15 percent 5-ethoxy-3-( trlchloromethyl)-i, 2 , 
4-thiadizole was registered for use on flowers 
and ornamentals in July 1974. 

Tolerances were established, under 40 CFR 
Section 180.371 for residues on bananas (2 
ppm of which only 0.2 ppm may be present 
in the pulp) on February 3, 1977; tolerances 
for residues on stone fruits (15 ppm) and 
strawberries (6 ppm) were added on March 
17. 1977. 

Although no products containing thiopha¬ 
nate-methyl are registered for use on food 
crops, an application is being reviewed for 
use on stone fruits and strawberries. 
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MBC 


MBC is a powerful fungicide that is gen¬ 
erally regarded as the actual fungitoxic prin¬ 
ciple of benomyl (1). Vonk and Slpesteljn 
found a correlation between the formation 
of MBC and the fungitoxic activity of thio¬ 
phanate-methyl (2). Thiophanate-methyl 
was completely converted to MBC in 0.066 M 
phosphate buffer, pH7, at 70 C in 26 hours 
( 2 ). 

2. Residue Chemistry. —a. Soil. In moist 
soil thiophanate-methyl was degraded rapid¬ 
ly; 80 to 90 percent had disappeared from 
Towner sand and Fargo clay soils five days 
after application (3). Thirty days after ap¬ 
plication of thlophanate-methyl to air-dried 
soil 10 to 20 percent thlophanate-methyl 
could be detected. The principal metabolite 
found in the soils was MBC. (3) 

b. Animals. Noguchi and coworkers (3) and 
Fujino and coworkers (5), cited in the World 
Health Organization Technical Report Series 
(1974), reported that feeding "C- or v '8~ la¬ 
beled thlophanate-methyl to rats, mice, and 
dogs showed 80 to 100 percent recovery in 
feces and urine within 90 hours. MBC has 
been Identified as the major metabolite in 
both mice and dogs In studies submitted to 
EPA by Noguchi and coworkers (33). 

Fujino and coworkers report unmetabolized 
thiophanate-methyl as the major part of the 
fecal excretion. The mnlor part consisted of 
4-hydroxy-thlophanate-methyl (4-OH-TM) 
and dimethyl-4.4'-0-phen yleneblsallophan- 
ate (FH-432). MBC and 5-hydroxy-MBC (5- 
OH-MBC) were observed but the authors 
questioned if they were metobolites or were 
produced during the analytical procedures 
( 5 ). 

Kosalca and co-workers, cited in the World 
Health Organization Technical Report Series 
(1976), reported that 6-hydroxy methyl ben¬ 
zimidazole was the main metabolite in the 
urine of female rats, which had been ad¬ 


ministered n C-labelIed thiophanate-methyl. 
Thiophanate-methyl. 5-hydroxy methyl ben¬ 
zimidazole, 4-hydroxy-dimethyl-4,4'-0-phen- 
yiene bls-allophanate were identified as me¬ 
tabolites in the feces (6). 

c. Plants. Thlophanate-methyl was con¬ 
verted to MBC after uptake through roots 
and after foliar treatment of French bean 
•seedlings (4) Buchenauer and coworkers (7) 
found that the transformation is to a great 
extent catalyzed by light in addition to re¬ 
quiring water. Thiophanate-methyl residues 
in cotton leaves were transformed to MBC; 
after four days in sunlight 42 percent were 
transformed as opposed to 6 percent when 
the plants were kept In dim light. 

B. Uses and Production. Thlophanate- 
methyl was first registered for use as a fungi¬ 
cide in Japan in May 1971. Great Britain 
granted provisional clearance for a number 
of preharvest treatments on food crops and 
ornamentals and post-harvest dipping or 
apples in 1973 (8). Thiophanate-methyl is 
only registered for use on turf and orna¬ 
mentals in the U.S.A. 

Pennwalt is the only registered producer 
of technical grade thlophanate-methyl in the 
United States. Under Section 7(c) of the 
Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodentl- 
cide Act (FIFRA) manufacturers and formu¬ 
la tors are required to submit information on 
production, sales, and distribution. Under 
Section 10, this Information Is considered 
confidential and cannot be released to the 
public, but It is made available to the Ad¬ 
ministrator in a confidential appendix to 
this report (9). 

II. Regulatory History 

The first registration for a product con¬ 
taining thiophanate-methyl was granted 
January 16. 1973, to Pennwalt for technical 
grade product (EPA Registration Number 


III. Summary of Scientific Evidence to 
Support Rebuttable Presumption 

40 CFR 162.11 (a)(3) provides that a re¬ 
buttable presumption shall arise if a pesti¬ 
cide's ingredients, metabolites or degrada¬ 
tion products meet or exceed (1) acute 
toxicity risk criteria relating to hazards to 
humans, domestic animals, or wildlife, or (11) 
chronic toxicity risk criteria relating to 
humans and to population reductions in 
non-target organisms or fatality to members 
of endangered species. 

A. Chronic Toxicity. —1. Mutagenic Effects 
in Multitest Systems. Section 162.11(a)(3) 
(11) (A) provides that a rebuttal presumption 
shall arise If a pesticide's Ingredients, metab¬ 
olites, or degradation products induces muta¬ 
genic effects, as determined by multitest 
evidence. 

Studies in plants (4, 7) animals (33) and 
soil (3) have shown that thiophanate-methyl 
is metabolized to MBC. MBC has been shown 
to produce somatic chromosomal abnormali¬ 
ties and point (gene) mutations In microbial 
and mammalian test systems. Further evi¬ 
dence of the mutagenic effects of thiopha¬ 
nate-methyl and MBC has been obtained in 
studies of plants. MBC has also been shown 
to reach gonadal tissues in mammals with 
physiological effects; hence it has the poten¬ 
tial of interacting with genetic material 

a. Chromosomal Effects .—i. Mammalian 
Cells in Culture: MBC has been shown to 
cause mitotic delay (10), a low incidence of 
chromosomal breakage (10), and multi- 
nucleation (10, 11) in human, mouse, and 
hamster cells lines. 

11. Mammalian Tests in Vivo. Metaphase 
arrest and micronuclei formation occurred in 
bone marrow cells of rats treated with MBC; 
in addition there was a low frequency of 
chromosomal breakage and formation of ana¬ 
phase bridges (10). 

Seiler (1976) found that MBC produced 
dose-related mutagenic effects in the micro- 
nucleus test In mice. In addition, lagging 
choromosomes, anaphase bridges, unequally 
distributed chromosomes, and tripolar ana¬ 
phases appeared In mitotic bone marrow cells 
of treated animals; none of these effects were 
noted in control ceils (12). The author con¬ 
cluded that the main action of MBC was the 
Inhibition of the mitotic spindle, which may 
predispose to nondlsjunctlonal errors. The 
finding of anaphase bridges Indicates that 
MBC can break chromosomes. 

On the other hand thJophanate-methyl ad¬ 
ministered lntraperitoneally (dosage range 
from 8 to 600 mg/kg) did not Increase the 
frequency of dominant lethal mutations in 
ICR-strain mice (13). Abnormal chromosome 
configuration were not observed In bone mar¬ 
row or spermatogonlal cells of Wlstar strain 
albino male rats treated daily for 5 days with 
thiophanate-methyl by intraperltoneal injec¬ 
tion (62.5 to 1000 mg/kg) (13). 
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III. Fungi and Molds. MBC interfered with 
normal nuclear division In Saccharomyces 
cerevesiae. Ustilago maydis (12). Botrytis 
cineara (13). and Aspergillus nidulans (14). 
Interference with cell division may predis¬ 
pose to chromosomal nondisjunction. 

b. Point Mutations. 1. Bacteria. Two studies 
have reported that MBC and other benzimi¬ 
dazoles induce base-substitution mutations 
as detected by the Ames test without meta¬ 
bolic activation. Salmonella typhimurtum 
strains his G46. TA1S30. and TA1535 were 
used in the tests. Forward mutations were 
Induced in Salmonella strain LT-2 by MBC; 
reverse mutations were induced In Escher¬ 
ichia coli strain WP2 uvrA which Is excision 
deficient but not in strain WP2, which Is 
excision proficient (17, 18). Mutations appear 
to result from the incorporation of benzimi¬ 
dazoles into DNA in place of purine bases 

( 19 ) ; it has been hypothesized that mutation 
occurs when the abnormal base is recognized 
by the cell but the defect Is not repaired cor¬ 
rectly (18). One study Indicates that MBC 
does produce mutations in the Salmonella 
typhimurtum test without metabolic acti¬ 
vation or in the rodent host-mediated assay 

( 20 ) . 

c. Other Studies Bearing upon Mutagen¬ 
icity. Thiophanate-methyl, MBC. and other 
benzimidazole fungicides Induced genetic 
segregation In a diploid strain of Aspergillus 
nidulans which was heterozygous for spore- 
color markers and nutritional mutants (21). 

Styles and Garner report that repeated oral 
doses of MBC produced toxic effects in Yat 
testes showing that this compound can affect 
the primary reproductive tissues (10). 

On the basis of the multitest studies, the 
Working Group concludes that MBC is muta¬ 
genic and recommends that a rebuttable pre¬ 
sumption against all pesticide products con¬ 
taining thiophanate-methyl be Issued. 

2. Effects on Nontarget Organisms: Reduc¬ 
tion in Populations of Earthworms. 40 CFR 
162.11(a) (3) (11) (C) provides that a rebut¬ 
table presumption shall arise if a pesticide’s 
ingredients, metabolites, or regradatlon prod¬ 
ucts can reasonably be anticipated to result 
in significant local, regional, or national pop* 
ulatlon reductions in nontarget organisms. 

The Agency staff has evaluated the meth¬ 
odology, protocol, and conclusions of several 
studies that indicate that thiophanate- 
methyl is highly toxic to earthworms. In 
studies by Stringer and Wright (22) earth¬ 
worm populations were “virtually eliminat¬ 
ed” in apple orchard plots sprayed with thi¬ 
ophanate-methyl. In addition, thiophanate- 
methyl was repellent to earthworms, appar¬ 
ently because It made food materials unpal¬ 
atable to them. The spraying of thiophanate- 
methyl In orchards reduced not only the 
number and biomass of all earthworm spe¬ 
cies combined, but also that of each Individ¬ 
ual species (23). 

Stringer and Lyons stated that earthworms 
are generally regarded as beneficial animals 
in maintaining soil fertility, but noted that it 
has not been rigorously proven that they are 
essential (23). Hopp claims that earthworm 
activity is not one of the three basic require¬ 
ments for plant growth but Is a factor which 
can be used to correct deficiencies In soil 
fertility (24). Thus, the Working Group is 
unable to adequately evaluate the environ¬ 
mental. agricultural, and economic signifi¬ 
cance of these population reductions. Com¬ 
ment is. therefore, especially solicited on the 
relevance, impact, and long-term significance 
of such local population reductions. 

The Working Group recognizes that many 
other faetprs contribute to the size of earth¬ 
worm populations, including soil composi¬ 
tion. moisture, temperature, cultivation 
practices, and the use of other pesticides. 
Furthermore, It appears that the adverse ef¬ 


fects on earthworms are generally limited to 
areas of application and do not extend sig¬ 
nificantly to adjacent areas. That is. the 
effects appear to be confined largely to 
privately owned land, the owners of which 
can be made aware of the likely effects on 
earthworms. Nonetheless, it is clear that the 
use of thiophanatemethyl according to cur¬ 
rent label directions can reasonably be ex¬ 
pected to result in significant local reduc¬ 
tions of earthworm populations. Accordingly, 
the Working Group concludes that a re¬ 
buttable presumption has arisen against 
pesticide products containing thiophanate- 
methyl which are registered for outdoor use. 

IV. Other Relevant Adverse Effects 

A. Potential Formation of N-Nitroso Com¬ 
pounds. Many chemicals can react with ni¬ 
trites to form N-nltroso compounds (25) 
which as a class are recognized as animal car¬ 
cinogens and mutagens (26). 

Two papers (27. 28) dealing with the pos¬ 
sible formation of N-nitroso MBC and in¬ 
duction of lymphosarcomas were reviewed. 
Both papers reported that neither MBC nor 
sodium nitrite alone produced tumors; tu¬ 
mors did develop in Swiss mice given large 
amounts of sodium nitrite (0.05 to 0.5 per¬ 
cent In drinking water) and administered 
MBC by gavage. 

The fact that lymphosarcomas form In 
Swiss mice treated with MBC and nitrite 
but not In mice treated with MBC alone 
suggests that MBC and nitrite Interact to 
create a stress that results in tumor produc¬ 
tion (27). Furthermore, offspring of mice 
treated with MBC and nitrite during gesta¬ 
tion developed tumors, whereas offspring of 
animals treated with MBC alone did not 
(28). 

Evaluations of these studies state that the 
data do not provide evidence for in vivo 
production of N-nitroso MBC (29,30). Addi¬ 
tional data necessary in order to evaluate 
the hazards of N-nltroso MBC would include 
kinetic studies and information on the iso¬ 
lation of an N-nltroso MBC derivative 
formed in vivo, and rate of formation of N- 
nttroso MBC in the soil and rate of uptake 
into plants (30). 

Although there is no evidence at present 
that N-mtroso compounds are formed from 
MBC. nltrosation can take place on either 
of the two nitrogen sites. Formation of N-nl¬ 
troso compounds might occur after the pesti¬ 
cide is applied if nitrites arc present. Such 
formation is therefore possible in soil, water, 
air. plants, and animals, including man (30). 

The potential formation of N-nitroso MBC 
is a matter of concern. The Working Group 
recommends that the Agency solicit further 
information on the formation of N-nitroso 
compounds from MBC. the conditions neces¬ 
sary for formation of such compounds, and 
their potential as carcinogenic and muta¬ 
genic agents. 

B. Teratogenic and reproductive effects. 
The Working Group has considered a paper 
on the teratogenic effects of thiophanate- 
methyl, which has been reviewed by Battelle 
Memorial Laboratories (31). Makita and 
co-workers administered thiophanate-methyl 
by gavage to ICR mice (dosage levels from 
40 to 1.000 mg/kg) from day 1 to day 15 of 
gestation (13). The only observed malforma¬ 
tion was cleft palate which occurred with the 
same Incidence in the control and x experi¬ 
mental animals. The highest dosage level 
(1,000 mg/kg) resulted In a slight reduction 
in the number of living fetuses with the no¬ 
effect level (500 mg/kg) appearing to rep¬ 
resent an adequate margin of safety. How¬ 
ever. the study should be considered incon¬ 
clusive for determining teratogenic effects 
because apparently brain, spinal cord, heart, 
and urogential organs were not examined 
(31). 


In a 3-generatlon reproductive study of 
the effect of thiophanate-methyl on the rat. 
Palmer and co-workers administered thi- 
oph&nate methyl In the diet to CD strain 
(Charles River) rats (70-80 g) at levels of 
0. 40. 160. and 

In a 3-generatlon reproductive study of 
the effect of thiophante-methyl on the rat. 
Palmer and co-workers administered thi¬ 
ophanate-methyl in the diet to CD strain 
(Charles River) rats (70-80 g) at levels of 
0. 40. 160. and 640 ppm. At the 640 ppm level 
a slightly lower litter size from birth to 
weaning consistently occurred In all genera¬ 
tion and there was a tendency for lower Ut¬ 
ter weight from birth through lactation to 
weaning. Skeletal variations, which did not 
appear in the control animals, were ob¬ 
served at three experimental dosage levels, 
although the auomalles were not dose de¬ 
pendent (32). 

. The Working Group recommends that the 
Agency solicit additional Information on 
potential teratogenic effects of thiophanate- 
methyl and exposure from actual use. 
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